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The Preface 


READER. 


| J 4ving Prey peruſedt WW, M. þis late 
| Animadverſions upon my Book, I find my 


Judgement of it , though a party concern- 
ed, tojump with that which us the ſence of ſeveral 


juditious perſons, who neither own nor walk in that 


Profeſſion I am in; and therefore can the left be 
ſuſpefted of partiallity, viz : that they coutain no- 
thing of a ſolid or ſatiſfaftory reply , for though he 
ſeemes to take notice of all the particulars mentioned, 
yet he omits in many, more then the half of what is 
ſaid by me concerning them, and againſt that which 
he doth mention in my name, his moſt frequent Argu- 
A. 2 ments 
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To the Reader. 
ments are without any Proof ; having no other bottom 
but his owne Judgement, thoughts and conjectures, 
whereby it ſeemes, forgetting or miſtaking his work, 
he playes the Catechiſt rather then the Diſþutant. This 
put me to fome ſtand, whether it was fit to give him 
any Reply ; though truly ſuch as will be at the paines 
to compare his with my laſt, will need little further, 
yet knowing how many are apt to take things upon 
truſt, and to receive Miſrepreſentations concerning 
us, who are a People ſo generally Reproached, 1 
found it expedient to Write this ſuccinct Reply which 
may lead the Reader ts a narrow. obſervation of the 
invalidity of W. M. bis work againſt. us, and may 
preſent in ſhort his moſt Obvious Omiſſ tons. , his 
moſt manifeſt Contradictions, unvail bis. Diſinge- 
uuity, lay. open bis Weakneſs, and ſhew his Wnſta- 
billity, eſpecially ſo. far as he has deſerved ; moſt of 
theſe Arguments he uſed in his Dialogue, as not be- 
ing able further to mantaine them, and diſcover haw 
faintly fuch new ones as he, doth now bring forth, 


wullitate aginſt us. Let it not ſtartle thee that ſo ſmal 
a bulk 
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To'the Reader: 
a bulk as this 45 Ab' anſwer his, for thou mayſt 
perceive ſeveral pages of bis'taken up in the Cappital . * 
Letters of the contents of his many heads and ſubdi- 
Vided Sections, which makes it not unlike the City 
Mindus whereof the Antients ſpoke, whoſe Gates 
were ſo difproportionable m greatneſs to the quan- 
tity of the Towne, that a certain Philoſopher is ſaid 
£6. have adviſed the Citizens to ſhut them, leaſt the 
City flivu}d flee out at them. We may ver” 
well ſo far extend the parallel, as to aver, That the 
Contained in noways anſwers-to the Contents ; there 
is a deal of more Heads, theweither Heart or Horns; 
ſeveral Sections but ſmall Subſtance, and a great 
ſhew of Method, but very little Matter. T confeſs 1 
might have far more enlarged this Duply, had I 
taken notice of all the Impertinencies which hercin 
comes under my obſervation, but that the more Judi 
tious, and Intelligent would aſcribe theſe things not 
fo much to the cauſe 4s his weakneſs who ma- 
naged it. Tdeſire to contend for Truth and not for 
Victory, knowing, though 1 were ſo minded, the 


Triumph 


To the Reader. 
Triumph ſhould be but (mall bg could gain from 
Jo Inconhiderable an Antgoniſt, therefore 
Reader, 1-ſhal wiſh thee for the Truths ſake (that 
thou may be found truly owning it, and not 
ſomthing elle in ſtead of it ) leriouſly to Read 
and peruſe theſe papers, with ſuch as relate 
anto them : And may that Spirit of Truth which 
reacherh all things, /o direct thy Underſtanding, 
4s thou may diſcern what Doctrine # truly and 
really moſt according to the holy Scriptures which 
thou art hartily invited in this matter to ſearch and 
peruſe, By a well-wiſher of chy ſoul and of 


all Men. 
R. B. 
Urie, the 24th of the 10th 
Moneth commonly called 


December, 167 1. 
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The Staggering Inſtabilliry of the pretended 
Stable Chriſtian Diſcovered, his Qmiſ- 
_  ftons obſerved, and Weakneſs | 
Unvailed, exc, | 


| HA T which tirſt preſents it ſelf ro my View is W.-2. 
j his Epr/ite directed to:me, .and rhe -Quakeys'4n andabour 
Hberdcen,ywhnch hepretixes as lis Conſiderations my 
Preface, but that which is the ſubRant5al parrefiehelunts | 
left nhanfwered, for my Preface :wasto fhew'the Method of the 
Prieſts of Aberace7s Proctdure agaitftrhe: Quakers; giving tccoutit 
of moſt if not allthepapers had paſt betwixt'them, and alſo-how by 
their Inftigationiſorhe -of. ns bad: Imprifoned -z- particular 
the falſencls obGAMelidium higway with us firſt in Pabpitro accul2 
us as Herericks,and then in private to\defire 10'know of us-ourPrin- 


ciples, but all this he hath wholly waved,” ir ſeetnes/heeither could 


-n>torwonldnot, defend: his own, nor his'Brethrens double deal- 
iop'withvtis : 'As-ro what he mmions I take/notice, 

_ "Fink, Of hisdenying tht arly 4norubout Aberdeen hath re- 
-proachetithe Onakers, as Demented, Diſtra&ed,or n_ oſeſled : 


Checking'me for 4a*mg things upon Truft."' Well, ic ſukncerh me 


that wiey ate -aſhame:! of ſach;fallhoods,phoughcif:ned bc; 1 can 
inſtanc- thac I had ground to ſay (0. 
Secondly, 


Secoraly I take notice how thar net being willing wholly to 
clear us, he ſaith ſome of us in Erglazd have given ground to be fo 
charged by iheir extraordinaryly Trembiing, &c. but it is ſtrange 
W. 2. ſhould ſo far forget himl-1f as to accompr this a ground 
ro charce People, As D mented, &c. ſeeing thcre was a ſeaſon 
herein himfelf acknowledged, he ſeldome or rever went to the 
Pulpit wi:hout ſenſible Trembling, which if he dare to deny I offer 
to muy undeniable Teſtimonies. As to What he adds of Wo- 
mens £ ug paked.4 ts £1 ezts, and ſome offering to raiſe the 
DeaJ, alle oincithr br of *Samgell, Clerkg, the \NNewcaltle Mi- 
nts, Pazers Prifoer hy. 1 Ahſwer, as theſe calumnies haye 
been particul.rly ankneted by our Friends in England, fo they 
{fignia no more againſt us being Writ by our declared Enemies, 
then Cochlzws lies againlt LZyrhd) particularly that he aſſayed to 
cat ort Devils, or what the Popiſh Authors Writcs of Calnine, 
that he made a Living Man counterfert himſelf Dead that ſo he 
m#eht raife hin, and that Beza was" Stigmatiſcd for'Sodomie : and 
much mordofthis kinds te EE ON 

Thirdly, IF HS TONrve is his. Comparing us to oh of 
Leyden, and T714tios Loyola, and rhat hecauſe they Preached in 
the Streets, cried dowa/Wearing-of Rings, and other ſuperfluities 
as we doe, were againſt needleſs Salutations, ſpoke much of Mor- 
cificarion, andy pyercnded. to or expected Immediate Reveition*; 
buz. our.;reſembling\ ther im: ctheſe::phings, which the Apoltles of 
Chrig:epmmandedyuand-imirattifed, will nor prove the: Jeſuits our 
Grandfathirs;:(.0iWind{(irerns it.) morechen their being found 
in chem, wilt-prove-themahe. Grand-children'of the Apoſtles, we 
m3:ſt;-not foriake:; daidgz gonad: dxcaute: hypocrites ſeem to do ſo, 
nor forbeay t@ Preath: the! Goſpel..becauſe fudas did ir, but as for 
be. otter practiſes of /ofrd rLoydengund Ipnatines Loyola's followers 
the Jeſuizs,to wir; their: citting down allthat would not be of their 
way} their :alluming'ou:ward Power, Their ſecking .to overturn 
Kingdoms; t3eiz:Preachins up War and Blood : the Principles and 
Practices of W.-M, his Brethren. : do) dechare , how 'much« more 
they re{-mÞ!2 chem:thin; the:Quakers,. whotrom the Pulpirblew 
the Trufnp:t.6f 33! the-Jdte Froubles, Scditions,: and.civil Diſſenti- 
ons; which havd prdveddobloodyrand:monſtrous to th: Inhabitants 
of this poor Iſland: And ritany-of theni hav-'now turned their backs 
upon that Cauſe, which they. hunted out others to fight for - and 


ſom2 


2 
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ſome,to wit, W.N and his mg en at Aberdren can find ont'Feſu? 
ittical diſtinftions, and Mental Revelations, "whereby ( ngtwirh- 
ſtanding they (wore againſt ail detcftable Newtrahty ) they *can 
make a ſhift ro Preach under B:ſhops,diſpence with the Daxologie, 
foxt ear Leuring, and ſeveral other parts of the Diretorian Di- 
ſcipline, as W. 24. has done at the Biſhops order, and yet keep a 
relerve for Preſbitery in caſe i: com: againe in faſhion, © - 

Forthly, 1take n2tice of the-]mpertmency of W, Af. his bringing 
in this ſtory of 1gnatzs Loyola, upon my ſaying ſome Profefigrs in 
Aberdeen, found that ſavour of Lite in the Quakers Teſtimony, 
which formerly had ſtired among others. who were come to agreat 
decay ; now becaulc it was Obvious, I intended by theſe Profeſſors 
who were come toa decay W, A. and ſome others of his Brethren 
who pretended to be tor Independancy in that day, but now were 
turned with the times, knowing how much it would refle& upon 
him to harp on this ſtring, he runs away and fayes, theſe others 
are Jgnatus Loyola, and thereupon makes the Comparriſon aboye 
mentioned, which Impertinent Digreſſion is abundantly manifdt: 

Fiftly, I take notice of his — us as rather Reproachers 
of others then Reproached, becauſe of the plain Language we ufe 
againſt him and his Brethren, aledging we will not find Chriſt and 
his Apoſtles uſe the lixe to ſuch as Profefled Chriſtianity, for a 
reproof of his Ignorance in the Scriptures let him read Rom, 'r6. 18; 
Phil. 3. 2. 1 Tim. 1. 19, 20, #b.chap. 4.1,2,3,0c.ib. chapi6: ver. 3,4. 
2 Tim:2,17. Tit.1.10,11. 2 Pet.2.1,2.,3- 1 Joh. 2.189, 19. ec. his 
adding that they ſhew earneſtneſs of delire that Souls-may be ſaved, 
and willingneſs to promote that deſigne, ſaith, nothing exert this 
delire and willingneſs proceed from the right ground; Papilts are 
as Zcalous in their earneſtneſs and willingncfs as they; ard doe'ino 
leſs Profeſs ſubjeQion to the Goſpel, owning Chriſt to be the Meſ- 
ah, and yet Calvine ſpared not to term them 7mpuri Canes, filthy 
Dogs, Innumerable are the'expreflions of this kind uſed by the zea- 
lous Luther againſt them. .. Cp RE 

Srxtly, 1 take notice of his cautions to me, wherein he chargeth 
me of Pride.Paſſion,Cenforfouſneſs, Folly,contrariety rg cheVWord 
of God, Ignorance, and Thdeavpuring'to Promore' the Popiſh In- 
treſf: but had he traly minded'my'good in his Cautions, he ſhouſd 
bave Produced ſome Reaſons to prove me guilty of theſe C: imes, 
he concludes us Proud for Mk We from rhem 1n Burial Places, 

| nn _ and 


4 
and fo condemns the French Protc{tants for doing the j1«c {10 
Papiſts : he faiſly chargeth us with placing Religion in turbearing 
Ribands, keeping on the Hat, and ſaying, T 1 and Thee,and there 
apon concluds me Ignorant of truz Converiion,while ins Ignorance 
of us hath made him thus Calumniatious : be concludes us advan- 
cers of the Popiſh Intereſt, becauſe we decry their Minitt.ryand 
Churches, while he borrows this very argument tro m the Papilts, 
who uſed it againſt the firſt Reformers, aiedging thai their cryins 
down the: Church of Rome, was a joyning hand with the Trks, 
who did the ſame, though then the fi:{t Retormers Were no T 1; k2 
though they agreed wich them in denying the Church of Rome . 
neither are we Romaniſts though with thoſe of Rome we condemn 
them, eſpecially conlidering that it is becauſe of their too great 
Afﬀinity with Papiſts that we do ſo. 

Seventhly, T take notice of his confelling he nzyer intends to tel; 
the World the Scriptures we uſe, aledging we abuſe them, bur if he 
could have proved we did fo, it would haye tended morc to our dif- 
advantage, and whereas he ſayes he reſolycs tro Write no more, | 
confeſs it will be his Wiſdom except he ſpeak to beiter purpole, it 
Is a very apparent ſubterfuge to cover his Reſolutions of not proſe- 
cuting farther this Debate, by aledging it will prove endlefs, and 
compairing us to Scoulds who will have the laſt word, which ig 
reaſon __ no place in this matter, ſeeing being challenged by 
me of many great Omiſlions, he freely acknowledged he had nor, 
nor did not intend to anſwer me fully,and what he had writ was but 
ſome Animadyerlions which I have indeed found rrue, having 
allowed ſome time as he deſired to read them, though it very 
hardly deſerves to be ſo much regarded. | 

As to his Epitle, if he had as really affcted Retirement as he pre- 
tends he does, he ſhou'd have done well to have appeared in Publick 
with ſome more ſolid ſtuff, he hath herein almoſt onely ſhewed his 
Ingenuite, ir that he acknowledgeth himfelt amongſt the weakeſt 
of our Oppoſers , comparing his Work but to a ſmall quantity of 
Water, brought to-quench a Houſe one Fire, we have indeed found 
it of Iſs force then many that have cone before it, to <mother or 
Drownd that Truth which God has R vealed among us. In the cnd 
of his Epiſtle, he would wilingly bave-the Reader bel:eve he is an 
upholder of the Proteſtant Intereſt, againſt our endeavours to over- 


throw it, but ro how little purpoſe may, as it occurs be A 
After, 


After he has made an intire Ou-illion of what is patticularly 
direted by me to him in my $, and g. pages ( as not being able to 
Vindicate himfelf ) he enters upon the matter of Sajutation, under- 
taking in his firſt Se&ion, to prove ſuch as are uſed by geſtares, 
wherein I obſerve. | 

Firſt, his moſt manifeſt Omiſſion of the firſt part of mine con- 
cerning this thing P.eze. g. and 10. where I charge him wich Diſ-in- 
Fenuity in wrong Subſuming of our words, which he ſhufleth over 
with this general, That after the Qnakers rate I have Saluted kim 
with Reproach. | yy 

SecoMly, h- having expreſſed my Argument againſt their mat- 
ner of Sajutations, viz. that being it is the Expreſſion or Signihca- 
tion of our Worſhip to God, it ought not, nor cannot be given to 
the creature without Idolatrie. he maketh there unto no diret 
anſwer, but inſtead of one f: ames a diſtinction of Worſhip in 
Civil and Sacred, the firſt he ſayth may be given to men, but the 
2d.toGod only,a!edging this diſtinction to be founded on Scripture, 
Lyke.14.10.Then ſhalt thou have worſhip in the preſence of them that 
fit at meat with thee. Now theſe words ought to be tranſlated rhou 
ſhalt have gloty,praiſe or renown, and therefore in the Larine it is, 
Et erit tibs gloria, for ſo the Greek word Doxa Signifies, which W. 
A1.will not ſhow me to Signihe Adoratio,or Worthip:its therefore 
but a poor Argument that has no better bottom then this manifeſt 
miſtake of the Tranſlation. For other proof he hath none, neither 
for his Diftin&ion, nor former Aſection. 

Thirdly, T obſerve his Inſtancing.of the practiſes of Abraham, 
Lot, Joſeph, Jacob, adding that though they 6G not to be followed 
1n all things, yet in ſuch they may as are not elſe were Reprehended 
nor Prohibited. For Anſwer, let him look unto Rev. 22. 9, where 
the Angel refuſed it, and feeingI ſuppoſe he may have fo much 
Charity for this beloved Diſciple,as to Judge he was not Tempted 
with Idolairy, eſpecially in a ſeaſon wherein God was Revealing 
iuch pretious things unto him : he may obſerve how this Foly 
Man was a {t-anger to this unfcriptural dutin&tion, of Civil and 
Religions Worſhip. 

Fourth!y,l obſerve his endeavours to ſhift Affinity with Poper v, 
but he hath no waydiſproved the parity in that wherein I compared 
them, viz, the Papiſt diſtingiſh the Worſhip they give ro God, and 
that they give to their Images onely in the Intention, ang nor in 
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the outward Signification, and ye diftinziſh the Worſhip ye give 
to men and that ye give to God, onely in the Intention, and nor in 
the outward Signi.ication, tor ye bow and take off your Hats to 
the worſt of men as well as to God, and therefore ye agree, in ſo 
far as both has nothing bur their Simple Intention, to plead the 
difference whereunto nothing is anſewred:He concludes his Section 
ſaying, I ſeem to Juſtite 37oſes his doing Obcyſauce, to his Father 
in Law; adding, what is Obeyſance but civil Revercnce by bowing 
the Body ; this is a fit conclulion to cloſe up ſuch a lilly Section, 
for after he has laboured long in vain,heConcluds,chus begging th. 
thing in queſtion. And if Moſes bowed him(clf as I (aid Wmy lat, 
that makes nothing againſt us. His ſecond S:Ction is to prove Salu- 
tations by words, which might have been ſpared until he had pro- 
ved how and where we deny them, but becauſe he had ſcmching to 
ſay from Scripture for this, which we deny not, but own as much 
as himſelf, he would have it in that he might ſeem with ſome credit 
$0 bring in his Inference, which is that bowing of the Body and 
expreſling our Aﬀecion by words, is agreeable to Scripture : the 
Latter Part of this concerns not us as being not denicd, .and for the 
firſt, of bowing, it ſignifies nothing,until it be brought in with ſome 
more preſſing Premilles, in this Section he acknowlcdges that take- 
ing of the Hat is without any Scripture Warrant, and from Argu- 
ments paſſes here to Entreaties, Beggingrhact it may not be Quar- 
relled at,but ſeeing the taking of it oit or uncovering of ourHeads is 
that which the Aopſtle requires, as a figne of Subjc&tion in our 
Worſhip towards God, 1 Cor. 11. 4, 7: we Relolve to keep it to 
Him, and not to give it to man wherein if he will ſolve our 
Scruple, according to Scripture we may be the more calily Induced 
to anſwer his defirc ; it is to be Obſcrved that nowith-ſtanding of 
his, we are not againſt outward Signification of Honour, though in 
the end of this Section he faſly would be Infinuating the contrary. 

He hath here Subjoyned a third Secttion, which he termeth an 
Anſwer to my Objection, and which in Reafon ſhould have ſome 
relation to Saintations as being under this Head, though indced it 
hath none at all,but is a meer Cavil at ſome of my words upon a:0- 
ther Subje&, concerning the ſingle Language, where Page. 11. I 
confeſs with him thar the Kingdom of God Coniilts not in words, 
adding that it {ems Inconliſtent with his Principles, ſezing the Gol- 
pel according to tim, is but words, yea the Scripture it {C17 (1 wean 
t! at 


that which ye have of it, to wit, _ Letter) Now this Paren:heſis 
he hath D'{-ingenionſly omitted, and thereupon goes about to 
explaine t! eir m-aninZ of rhe Scripture and the Golp:l, allecging 
if we be for another, we may juſtly be accounted Subvertzrs of the 
Chriſtian R-ligion,bur ſuch thailow Cr:rilims brought in beſide the 
Purpoſe, whereas other things more Material, arc either” waolly 
O ni-ted or ſcurvily (hitted over, will ealily appear to the Im- 
partial and Tuditio: Render. | 
 Inhisf. cond Head, concerning our uſing Thou and Th.e, which 
i> th bngular number to onc Perſon, I obſerve. 

Fir't, how he hath given away his own Cauſe, by confcfling 
thar Luke. 22, 31. isnot underſtood of one exclulivly, of others, 
and therefore no wond:cr it Chriſt uſed the P.ural Number, feeing as 
W. A. confeſt-s he Intended zo ſpeak. to all the Apoſtles. As tor that 
exprc{ſon of Bildads,7obs Friend (granting both the Tranſcription 
and Tranflation to be true ) ſhall this one Expreſſion overturn the 
Univerſal practice of Chriſt and the whole Saints in Scripture, or 
let aim tell us plainly, whither theſe words and Praftices of Jovs 
Friends which are Recorded, be for to bc our Rule ſo as we ought to 
immirate and follow them ? eſpecially where they contradict or: 
diff.r fromthe Praftice of Chriſt and his Apoſtles, bur to follow 
this ſo frequent Practice of the Saints is with W. A. to be Proud, 
knowing nothing but doting about Queſtions and Strife of Words, 
for ſo he miſappiyes 1 Tim, 6. 4. and to his own Confutlion ul.s 
ic himſelf, inthe nd of his Epijtle to the Reader, wifire he has theſe 
Words, 7 am t5y Servant, and thereby hath Condemned him{clf as 
o2e oi Une Ignorant, Prond, Boaſters he ſpeaks of, cc. 

Secozaiy, The. lecond thing I obſerve, that he produceth not on2 
Argument againſt oar Praftice inthis thing, but his own ground- 
le's, y.a Iving Lnaginations and Con/eares, aledging he is of the 
mind,: at if the Tranſlators had not kept to the Rizor of Conſtru- 
ion, bat Tranſlated Arach, and ſo not thou (which is the truz Sig- 
eification ) but you we had kept our old tone though his diſdaintul 
Inſinuation of our Iznorance be here apparent, yer experiznce 
might have taught him and his Brethren, that cven where the 
Tranllators have favored them with their eſcapes,the Quakersbave 
both bad Hebrew and Greek enough to tind th: m out, it is alſo here 
to be ovierved how eaſily W. AZ. can dilpence wich miſtakes, ev.n 
wiltul ones, in the Tranſlato:s when the make for his purpoſe, 
ther. by 


thereby in effect C for all his pretences of Exalting the Scripture 
and mixing it his Rule ) he {1snines his detire not ſo much ro 
Suarc his Practices to the Scripture, as by twining it like a Noſe 
of Wax t9 make it £quar to them, 

Fe Superſcri.th his third Head, an vndertaking to prove that 


' our departing ffom them 1s not to be Juſtified by their departing 
from _Papiſts, whcre1a is to be oblerved his manitelt Omiſſions, 


which the Reader will ſec by comparing the 12,1 3,and 1.4 Pages of 
my lait with this his th rd Head, 

Nex: I Obſerve the w.akneis of his Arguins in what he hath 
men:toned, witcrein he concludes, That becauſe we grant we had a 
meaiure of Iategritie while am ng them, that therefore it was be- 
got by their Ordinances ſo call:d, but doth not the ſame recurr in 
th Caſe of the Primitive Proteſtants, or will he ſay that all of 
them werc void of any meaſure of Integritte, while they were 
among the Pap itz ? Moreover whereas he Objects,that though God 
viſited ſome among Pap'ſts, it was not by Popiſh Traditions, aledg- 
ing Luther had the bench of the coppy of a Latin Bible, whereby 
be was Inſtructed ; for Anſwer, the ſame recurrs in our Caſe, for 
whatever advantages Luther had cither by the uſe of the Bible or 
otherways, had not we the ſame ? 

And therefore in the Third place is to be Obſcryed that he hath 
altered the State of the Queltion,aledging it to be Incumbent upon 
m-:, to prove that they were Converted by the Popith T raditjons, 
which 1s a willfu! mittake, for the Queſtion ( as may be ſeen in the 
Pages abovc-mentioned) was whether God might not countenance 
us with a; ezard to that meaſure of Integiity he hath begor in our 
Hearts, though we were indeed wrong as to our walking with them 
in their Way ; and this I did 11luſtrate by the example of the Diſci- 
ples of Cornelis and of Luther, who though he came but Gradu- 
al'y to his Diſcoveries, yet was Countenanced in the firſt as well 
as laſt ſteps, yca notwithitanding of his erring groſly in the matter 
of Tranſubſtantion, all this -he hath wholly Omitted, cloling up 
this Head by endeayouring to draw from my words a reflection 
upon P. L. as if I accounted an Objection coming from him, weak, 
but it is ill Inferred to conclude P. L. from thence a feeble Perſon, 
for though P. L. as well as 1, might reckon it weak comparatively 
in reſpe& of others more ſtrong, yet he might Judge it ſtrong 
enouch forſuch faint Diiputcrs as W. AL. or his Brethren at Aber- 
den 
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cen to Aritwer : 45 that which be reckoned wou'd Put the Qugkers 
to a great Nonplus, he propoſed in his Dialogue upon this occalion 
a Query, Viz. Wehther it was fafe to lean to th: Guidance of that 
Light, which oac while {ates This is the Way of God wa'k in it, an9- 
ther while,Come ozt of :t,for it is Babylon ? To which, beiide che ge- 


neral Anſwer above-m.ntioned, I ſhew him how calt}y ic might be *' 


Retortcd upon moſt of all the National Miniſtry of Scotland, who 
now are gain{aying,and Contraditingihat which they had former] 
pleaded tor as the Caufe and Work of God, even then as this thir 
Changableneſs cannot be aſcrib,d to the Scripture, which they pre- 
ecnd to be th. jr Rule, neither wil! any mans Inftabillity who pre- 
tends to be giuded by the Light, prove the Light ough: not to be 
followed, this, becauſe he feit might touch him and his Brethrea to 
rear therefore he hath wholly Omitted it. 

His fourth Head is concerning the Light,comtaining five Sections: 
from Page g. to the 25. wherein is to be obſcrved. ” 

Firft, how he has gone from the State of the Queſtion, as it is in 
tits Dialogue Pag. 5. where he denies Chriſt to be in the Wicked 
or Unconvert.d in any other manner, then as he is inthe very 
Bruits and unſen(i1þle Creatures, but now he grants Chriſt to be in 
ſuch as to common Operations, and Page 22. he ſayes, That the 
Ligit u in all men,and that Chriſt i in all men,in ſo far as bus Light 
z5 in all men, and thus he over:hrowes his chiet Argument ned 
againſt us , in his Dialogue Page the 5. where he ſayes, That Chriſs 
z5 tn none but in ſuch with whom He u in Vnion, for here he grants 
Chrilſts Light to be in all men, even ſuch as are not in Union wieh 
him, adding that where the Light of Chriſt #, there s Chriſt the 
Donator of it, which is all we ſay ; ſo then the Controverlie is no 
more, if Chriſt or his Light be in all men. - | 

Pur after what manner He is in them, and whether this Light 
be Saving yea or nay ? 

And here in the 2d. place I Obſerye his ſhameleſs Dif-ingenuity 
and Omiſſon, in ſaying, Ir remains ſor me to prove that this Eight 
in all is Saving, whereby he would make the Readem@eli. ve, that I 
had never offered to prove this, for clearing of which 1] delire he 
may look into Page the 23. of my laſt where from Rom. 5. 8. /ob. 
3. 16, 19. Heb. 2. Tit.2. 11. Col. 1. 23, Idid prove that the Uni- 
verſal Grace of God fgiven to all men is Saving in its Nature, and 
in order to. Save, and now though no Rules of Strict Debate could 
require me to proceed further, yer I ſhallgo on to Examine the 


thereby in effeR ( for all his pretences of Exalting the Scripture 
and mixing it his Rule ) he {8nines his defire not ſo much ro 
Square his Practices to the Scripture, as by twining it like a Noſe 
of Wax to make it Squar to them. 

Fe Superſcri>.th his third Head, an undertaking to prove that 

' our departing ffom them is not to be Juſtified by their departing 
'- from Papiſts, wherein is ro be obſerved his manifeſt Omiſſions, 
Which the Reader will fec by comparing the 12,1 3,and 1.4 Pages of 

- my laſt with this his th rd Head, 

Nex: I Obſerve the w.aknels of his Arguing in what he hath 
men:ioned, witcrein he concludes, That becauſe we grant we had a 
meaiure of Integritie while am ng them, that therefore it was be- 
got by their Ordinances ſo call:d, but doth not the ſame recurr in 
the Caſe of the Primitive Proteſtants, or will he ſay that all of 
them were void of any meaſure of Integritie, while thcy were 
among the Pap its ? Moreover whereas he Objects, that though God 
viſited ſome among Pap'ſts, it was not by Popiſh Traditions, aledg- 
ing Luther had the bench of the coppy of a Latin Bible, whereby 
be was Inſtructed ; for Anſwer, the ſame recurrs in our Caſe, for 
whatever advantages Luther had either by the uſe of the Bible or 
otherways, had not we the ſame ? 

And therefore in the Third place is to be Obſcrved that he hath 
altered the State of the Queltion,aledging it to be Incumbent upon 
m-, to proye that they were Converted by the Popith Traditions, 
which 1s a wilku! mittake, for the Queſtion ( as may be ſeen in the 
Pages abovc-mentioned) was whether God might not countenance 
ns with a: ezard to that meaſure of Integiity he hath begor in our 
Hearts, though we were indeed wrong as to our walking with them 
in their Way ; and this I did 11luſtrate by the example of the Diſci- 

les of Cornelizz and of Luther, who though he came but Gradu- 
al'y to his Diſcoveries, yet was Countenanced 1n the firſt as well 
as laſt ſteps, yca notwithitanding of his erring groſly in the matter 
of Tranſubſtantion, all this -he Fath wholly Omitted, cloling up 
this Head by endeavouring to draw from my words a reflection 
upon P. L. as if I accounted an Obje&ion coming trom him, weak, 
but it is ill Inferred to conclude P. L. from thence a feeble Perſon, 
for though P. L. as well as I, might reckon ut weak comparatively 
in reſpe& of others more ſtrong, yet he might Judge it ſtrong 
enouch forſuch faint Diiputcrs as W. A. or lis Brethren at Aber- 
decn 
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geen to Antwer : 45 that which Nt ASIAN wou'd Put the Quakers 
to-a great Nonplus, he propoſed in his Dialogue upon this occalion 
a Query, Viz. Wehther it was ſafe to lean to 1h2 Guidance of that 
| Light, which oac while fates This is the Way of God wa'k in it, an 
| ther while,Come oxt of :t,for it is Babyloa ? To which, belide che ge- * 
; neral Anſwer above-m.ntzoned, I ſhew him how eallly it might be * 
Retortcd upon moſt of all the National Miniſtry of Scotland, who 
now are gain{aying,and Contradictingihat which they had former] 
pleaded tor as the Cauſe and Work of God, even then as this th.ir 
Changableneſs cannot be aſcribgd to the Scripture, which they pre- 
ecnd to be th. jr Rule, neither will any mans Inftabillity who pres- : 
tends to be ginded by the Light, prove the Lighc ough: not to be 
followed, this, becauſe he fe:t might touch him and his Brethren to 
near therefore he hath wholly Omitted it. SES 

His fourth Head is concerning the Light,corftaining five Seftiong: 
from Pare g. to the 25. wherein is to be obſcrved. i 

Firſt, how he has gone from the State of the Queſtion, as it is in 
81s Dialogue Pag. 5. Where he denies Chriſt to be in the Wicked 
or Unconvert<d in any other manner, then as he is inthe very 
Bruits and unſenliþle Creatures, bur now he grants Chriſt to bein 
f ſuch as to common Operations, and Page 22. he ſayes, That rhe 
| Light 5 in all men,and that Chriſt is in all men,in ſo far as bus Light 
zs in all men, and thus he over:hrowes his chiet Argument unied - 
againſt us ; in his Dialogue Page the 5. where he ſayes, That Chriſs 
z5 tn none but in ſuch with whom He u in Vnion, for here he grants 
Chrilſts Light to be in all men, even ſuch as are not in Union wieh 
him, adding that where the Hons Chriſt s, there us Chriſt the 
Donator of it, which is all we ſay ; ſo then the Controverſie is no 
more, if Chriſt or his Light be in all men. - | 

Pur after what manner He is in them, and wherher this Light 
be Saving yea or nay ? | 

And here in the 2d. place I Obſerve his ſhameleſs Di-ingenuicy 
and Omiſſon, in ſaying, Ir remains ſor me to prove that this Bigne 
in all is Saving, whereby he would make the Reader@eli.ve, that I 
had never offered to prove this, for clearing of which 1 delire he 
may look into Page the 23. of my laſt where from Rom. 5. 8. /ob. 
3. 16, 19. Heb. 2. Tit.2. 11. Col. 1. 23. Idid prove that the Uni- 
verſal Grace of God fiven to all men is Saving, in its Nature, and 
in order to. Save, and now though no Rules of Strict Debate could 
require me to proceed further, yet I ſhallgo on to Examine the 
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Qu-ſtion a> be hath now Stated ir, Viz. That fuch 28 are mt in 
Unioa with Ci rift have not ſaving Grace z, To prove this he pro- 
duceth ſome Scripturcs, where ſuch as have Saving Grace and 
Light ae ſaid to be in Union wi:h Chriſt, which is not in the [eat 
ecned : But the Queſtion js, whether all that have ſaving Light are 
in Union with Chriit which he hath not ſo much as offer.d to 
prove, and ther. {orc it is here to be Obſerved how he hath not ſo 
much as mencioned, far 1.ſs medled with my Arguments, proving 
Saving Light and Grace to be in men betore th.y be Converted or 
in Union with Chriſt, ſhcwing, He mult needs be in them before He 
be in Linion with them, that He may work the Faith by which He 
may be united unto them, ſeeing,withour Him, the Scripture ſaith, 
we can do nothing Joh. 15. 5. as it is more Amply contained in Page 
15. of my laſt. Page 14. he ſeems to taxe ſome notice of an Ex- 
gmple brought by me to ſhew that Saving Grace Preſuppoſes not 
Convcrlion, it is trom the Inſtance of a Plailter, and a Wound ; the 
being healed of a Wound Preſupoſcth a Plaiſter, but the Applica- 
tion of the Plaiſter Prcſupoſeth not the being healed; this he Rejects 
as not to the Purpoſe, becauſe as he ſaith, who have Saving Grace 
are in part healed, cured of the Reigning Power of Sin, but tor this 
he b1ings no Proof, nor hath not ſhown us whercin the Compariſon 
Anſwereth not after the Like Manncr. In the ſame Page he addeth, 
That the dijſerence be:wixt having of Saving Grace, and being in a 
State of Grace,ts but the Figment of the Quakers own Brain, with- 
out giving any cauſe for it, cither from Scripture or Reaſon, but 
onely he ſayeth ſo; theſe arc his moſt Frequent and Inforcing Ar- 
guments againſt us ; Of this nature is his arguing Page 1 1.Reckon- 
ng it as a great Abſurdity flowing from our Doct. ine, that it 
would Import Chiilt in ſome m.aiure to be in the Americans, bc- 
cauſe He bears Teſtimony in them againſt Iniquity, bur to prove 
this to be abſurd, he produceth no Reaſon, and if we may be- 
leive the Apoftle Paul hc tells us, That a XMunifeitation of the Spirit 
given everyone to profit withall, 1 Cor. 12. 7. 50 this Every one 
Includes the Qp1cric.17:5. 

The {.cond Abſurgeity which he ſeeks to Infcr from this hath 
no better bottom, that then it might be {aid that Chriſt is Revealed 
to Devils, and that we do the Heathens ſmail favour in parting 
them but in the ſame caſe with ſuch, for the Revelation of Chri 
to man betoze the Day of their Vilitation be Expircd, and to _ 
altce 


'. 


(11) 

after they have Sin'd it out, i» tar different as may appear by Luk! 
17. Likewiſe W. 7. hath forgot how ealily this Arugmecnt may 
be Retorted upon himſelt, for it 15 not Queltior;ed but Devils have 
enough of outward knowledg, even ſuch as is gathered from Scrip- 
ture,and that which W.2. accounts the great Privilcdge of Chriſti- 
ans , doth it therefore follow that Chriſtians are in no better con- 
dition then Devils. 

And thys is Axſwered another of his profuſe Aſertions Page 
12. That Bpurans have Saving Lizht, their State ſhould be as good 
as the State of real Chriſtians ; for it is one thing to have Saving 
Light, and anorher to harken to, and receive it, elſe according to 
bis owne Argument the State of Devils ſhould be as good as the 
State of real Chriſtians. 

He adds, Where Saving Illumination is, there 1s Saving Faith, 
becauſe there is a Concatination betwixt theſe Graces of the Spirit. 

Anſ. There is Grace given in order to Save,where Faith doth not 
follow upon it ; which is evident by the Parrable of the Seeds, 
1a. 13. 3. it was the ſame Seed was ſown in the Stony and Thorny 
Ground that was ſown in the grod Ground, and yer it onely 
brought forth Fruit there ; the Light enlighteneth every man ; He 
came unto His own, and they recerzved Him not : but it was onely 
70 45 my as received Him that He gave Power to become the Sons 
of God. | 

ro) wheras he Objeteth, That where we are deſired to beleive 
#1 the. Light, it ts underſtood of Chriſts Perſon, elſe it would Import 
abeliefe in a Creature. | 

I Anſwer, He that believeth in the Light believeth in Chriſt, for 
where the Light of Chriſt s, as ſaith W. 24. himſelf ( Page 22.) 
there is Chriſt himſelf. 

In the ſame Page he further adds, That if Pagans have ſaving 
Light, then there u no Spiritual benefit accrues to Chriſtians b 
the _—_— and Goſpel:Burt he hath not heard us contra-diftingi 
this Light from the Goſpel, we ſay exprelly itis the Goſpel, accor. 
ding to Col, 1, 23. where the ApoſHe layth, That the Goſpel, whereof 
he was a Miniſter, was Preached toevery Creature 4 Thus Scripture 
mentioned by me in my laſt he hath wholly Onnited, nor is this 
arguing of his concerning the bad Tendency of our Principle, but a 
reitcrate Clamour of what is already Anſwered in Page 16. of my 
laſt, where I ſkew him we diſtingiſh betwixt things abſolutly _ 
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ful and things wy profitable, and how they Admit of this 
Diſtintion themſelves ; As alſo how theſe bad Cont{equences of 
Rendring the Goſpel and Preaching uſeleis, doth far more follow 
from their DoRrine of abſolute Pred.{tination, all which he hath 
alſo Omitted ; Now ſuch are far likelier thin we to reprove Da- 
vid his Praying for more Underſtanding, and that he might kee; 
the Precepts of God,for being Fredeſtinate ro Lite he could no: mits 
of it, and how can ſuch bur reckon it folly for him to Pray chat he 
might kcep the Precepts, whoſe Principles Oblidges her to be. 
lieve they can never be made able to keep them. 

Page 13. To ſay that menare Brutiſh in their Knowledg becauſe 
they turn their Backs upon the Light, he reckons a Begging of the 
Queſtion, as baving no proof at all, whercas it is particularly Inti- 
mated 1 7oh. 1. 5, 6, 7. Where the cauſe of mens Walking in Dark- 
nels is ſaid to be their not Walking 32 the Light, though it be 
Paſtors, mentioned in that 1 0. of 7er.19. that are {aid to be Brutiſh, 
yet he cannot be Induced to name them. It is eafie to prove 
( though he Inſinnuate the contrary) that what jn Ecripturc is ca]- 
kd Darkne5,hath Saving Light,ſeeing it is expreſly mentioned that 
the Light ſhineth in the Darkneſs, but the Darkneſs Comprehended it 
wot. And this was Saving,being Chrilt who is the Saviour, na NA 

Nor doth his ſuppoſed Contradiction follow from this, as if 
men could be Spiritually Dead, and not Spiritually Dead, inreſpet 
they have this in them which is Saving, tor thongh it be in them 
ycr It is not of them, be that belivetb tn me,faith Chriſt, though he be 
dead,yet ſhall be live, Fob. 11. 2.5. If Life be not in them as their Per- 
manent condition, yet they may have ſome touches of it, and the 
Principle of Life is Permanent even in thoſe that are Spiritually, 
Dead though many times as a Spark coyered under the Aſhes , fe 
addeth further, That according to us, ſuch who are the Children of 
Darkneſs may he called the Children of Light, becauſe a Child of 
Light # as much as one in whom there i Having Light and Grace, 
Citing for Proof, Zh. 16. 8. the words are, For the children of this 
world are wiſer in their generation then the children of Light, but he 
offereth fromthis to Inter, That ſuch who are indeed the Children 
of Darkneſs, becauſe of their Diſobedience to the Saving Light 
and Grace of Truth that is inthem : he has not offered ſo much as 
to mention. 

Pag. 13. Heconfelleth wich me, That the Light in ſome-may be 
| Darkzefs 
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Darkneſs, but ſpeaks not one word of what Light I mention may 
be ſo; Page 17. of mine one.y adds, Tha: we will do well to 
exkort our D ſcapies to take heed of our Light, not to ut ; But we Ce- 
tire not Peopl- to take hced ro our Light or their Light as he terms 
j:, but to the Light wherwich Chriſt- Jeſus hath Enlightered them, 
and in this there is no danger ; he greatly declares his Ignorance, 
inAlledging our way of bidding People heed the Light wirhin,is nor 
Warramed by Scriprure, for God.# light, 1 Foh. 1. 3. is he not in 
#5, Ah. 17.27, 28. Mult we not then there take heed unto Him, or 
is not that Light to be takcn heed unto, which ſhinerh in our hearts 
ro give 4 the kyowledg of the glory of God? 2 Cor. 4. 6. And is not 
the Word of God Light, which the Apoſtle ſayerh cxpretly is nor 
far off, neither above us, below us, nor without us, but 22gh, ever 
4 our mouthes and in our hearts, Rom.1 0. 8. Deat..3o. 14. Mote- 
over W. 2. himſelf Confefſeth, That the Light of Chriſt ss in 
IVicked en, and if fo, let him tell us plainly if men ought not ts 
take heed tro the Light of Chriſt where it is, how hath Darkneſs 
Blinded him in this Matter. 

Page 14. He repeats my words falſly, Alledging I ſay, The Light 
is Darkneſs to them that Rejett tr, inſtead of, is as Darkneſs, For I 
ſaid plainly, the Light of Chriſt is not, nor cannot be Darkneſs, 
ctherwayes then as the Day of the Lord in Scrip.ure is called Dack- 
neſs, this he hath Omitted. 

Page 15. Having ſought but Ineffeually to overturn my 
Aſſertion, where I ſay, ſome may have Saving Light and Grace, 
who after a certain manner may be {aid not to have the Spirit, /:z. 


as not bringing torth the Fruits of it : Averring, That unleſs I cax 


Prove, that the Spirit calls upon a4 in Order to Converſion, 1 can-ot 
conclude that all have the Spirit. Anſ. As the one is ealily proved (6 
is the other ſafely concluded, thele are the plain words of. the 
Apoltle, 1 Cor. 12. 7. A manifeſtation of rhe ſpirit i given to every 
11an to profit withall : Now it were not profitable unto them, it it 
did not ſtrive with them in Order to Convert them. 1 haz other 
Scripture fob. 16. 8. he paſſes over,. Alledging I ſhould Prove 
the World there to be underſtood of all and every one : though int Rea- 
fon it wight ſuthce for anſwer, thar therc . is, nothing brought 
by him to ſhew why the word World hcre is not taken in its Ge- 
unine and Common Acccptatian, yet the Apoſtle. ſolves: this 
vcrupl 1n the tollowing verſe, d ſin, becauſe they believe 588 = my 
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Then, if there, all unbelievers idol, 1s not that all and every 
one in the World, for of the Saints, there is not herc any queltion. 
In his Second Section, Page 16. he begint.e:h w th Omirring 
my Conceſſion of the Benefit and Advantages that acerae to thoſe that 
Believe, by the outward Knowledg of Chriſt, and mentioneth nothing 
of the State of the Queſtion, which was, Whether any might be Sa- 
ved without this outward Krow!edg ?! and to ſhew that fore m'ght 
I gave him the Inſtance of Deaf People and Children, to which ke: 
returneth nothing, but takes up the Paper to Prove, That. che Greek, 
Prepoſition &v,zs ſomtimes Tranſlated, among, which is not denied, 
yet I ſhall find him twenty to one where it is rendered iz, and can 
no wayes be ſaid to be amayg, the Queſtion is, whether in this place 
1 Cor.2. 2. it be 1» or Among ? the Reaſon Alledged by him proves 
it no waycs to be Among, to wit, that it won}d have been: the- 
Apoſtles Grief not his Joy, to know that the Light of Truth was: 
born down among them ; This was the Apoſtles Joy that the Cor- 
rinthians come to be ſenſible how they had Crucified Chriſt in- 
them, that ſo looking upon, and takeing heed to Him whom they 
had Peirced, they might come to be Healed by Him. 
© Page 17. He lightly paſſes over thatexprefſion of Paul, 2 Coy.s. 
16. where he ſayth, Henceforth kyow we Chriſt no more after the fleſls 
but after the ſpirit, adduced by me to ſhow that Paul pretered a Spt- 
ritual Knowledg of Chriſt to all other, as if the Apoſtle were here: 
onely condemning earthly thoughts of Chriſt, as if, as King of 1/a- 
rael, he ſhould begin a Temporal Kingdom, but for this Expoi- 
tion we have onely the bare Authority of iis own naked Aſſertion.. 

Page 18. For want of a true Spiritual Underſtanding Concern- 
ing ks > I mean by the Inward Blood of Chriſt, he bringeth for.h 
his own malitious gueſfings. 

The firſt is, T hat 1 ſeem to Incline to ſuſtific that which-hath beers 
charged upon ſome of my Brethren, to wit, That we are not ſuch 
Fools, as to hope to be Sav:d by that Jeſus that died at Feruſalem ; 
As he hath no ground to Suſpect ſuch a thing from my words, ſo 
there was neyer any ground for ſuch a charge agaifſt any,owned of 
that Pcople.: | 

The 24, is, That Perhaps 1 Intend,that Chriſt ,as man,dwells in us, 
there can none truly charge us with ſuch'groſneſs, as to Aſſ.r: the 
Hanhood, ox Weſhel, that walked: at 7er»ſalem is in us, -but if any 
of us have fajd, that Chriit as man dwells in us, they haye ſaid no 

| more 
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more then the expreſs words ot Scupcure, 1 Pet. 3. 3, 4- Let your 
adorning be the hidden man of the heart, Fph. 4. 2 4. That ye put on 
che new man : now what is this ev? man but Chriſt Jeſus,and ther- 
tore fa.th ihe Scripture, Rom, 13. 14. Put on the Lord jeſus Corift, 
Gal. 3. 27. As ma'y as are baptizedinto Cbriſt, have put on Cyriſt ; 
and this is Chriſt which the Apoſtle rravclied that He might be for- 
med inthe Galatians, Gal. 4. 19. And whereot he Acmornnith- 
eth the Corruthians, that they ſhould know Him i» them, elſe they 
were reprobates, 2 Cor. 13. 5. If it bzhard for W. A. to take up the 
mzaning of theſe things, let him acknowledge h's Ignorance in tae 
Holy Scriptures, Whoſe Langaaze this is. 

In his 3 S071, Page 19. He begins by offering to Prove, or 
Principles have a tendancy to In:roduce Paganiſm, and to Contra- 
ci&t him, he reckons an Impert.nency, but his Ridiculoas Vanity 
herein will appear, by looking unto Page 24. of my laſt, neich.r 
bringeth he any Arguments to Prove this, but ſuch whereby h: 
might conclude the ſame aga'n{t the Apoſtle Pau! ; The Quakers 
faich he, Spakes of a Light within, to which who taks heed nced no 
Teacher, and the Apoſtle ſpeaks of a Knowledg or Light, under the 
new Covenant, where there is no need of a Teacher, Hcb. 8. 10, 
11.ſo if the tendency of the Apoſtles words be not to Introduce Pa- 
ganiſme, neither are ours, and becauſe that 1. 2. finds that not- 
withſtanding of this we diſpiſe not Teaching, but are lcd even by 
that Light, to hear and to recicve the Miniſtry of th:m whom 
G3d ſends, he concluges that h:rein we are Izconſijteat:adding,That 
fome of us have been WWhrd to ſay, That we only Taught to bri g People 
of from other Thachers to mind the Light wahin, that then they wall 
need none, which he concludes, would quickly: make them like ſuch 
among whom the name of Chriſt i not in Remembrance, but he 
might as well ſeek to Infer th2 like hazard, and Contradiction 
from the plain words of the Apoſtle, 1 Joh. 2. 27.Te have an anoynt- 
128, and ye need nor that any man teach you, but as the ſame anoynt- 
ig tcacheth you of all t5ings, and yet in th2 man time was Teaching 
them, | 

As for that Story m-ntioned by him; Of 4 certain Dying Mun in 
Aberdeen whom two Quakers preſſed ſo much to mind Chrijt wit! #n, 
It inferreth nothing for his Purpoſ-, for that Dying Perſon had 
Abundance of the outward Knowledg of Chriſt, and th-y nzeded 
nor P.each that to him which he knew, thezetore was hz ſenlible "+ 
tne 


"(16 
th. ſeaſonablen. (3 of thcir FS, ſaying ( as 1 afn certainly In- 
tormed by one of the two ) how good a thing would it be for an 
11 dying min like mc, to. krow that Chriit within which ye 
ſpeak of, | 

He bringeth rot any thing of weight in his 4. SetF:07 as reply to 
that which is contained in the 22. Pare of my laſt, wkeceI ſhew we 
do no ways confound theLight-giver with the Light,or enlightaing 
given : the Reaſon Alledged here is, becauſe we call that Light Je- 
ſus Chr'{t wherewith all mcn are Enlightened, which implyech no 
more his Conſequence th.n that uſual expreſſion, that it is the Sun 
by which we arc outwar-d:y Enlightened, implyes any confounding 
of the Sun with the Beams, | 

Whereas in his laſt he ſaid, There was a certain Light in all men, 
and that as the Remianders of Gods Image in him ſince the Fall , in 
the end of Page 24. he explaines to be the Light of Reaſon and 
Underitanding, and ithcreby makes the Reſaon of man all one with 
Chriſt and the Spirit, which Page 10. and 22. he granted to be iz 
Wicked Men, as to common Opperations. 

After that he laboreth much in this 5 Sefton, to Prove,That man 
Retaineth ſame Good ſince the Fall, he Inſtanceth nothing but the 
Soul, which he ſa'th, z5 Good ard Pretions, and of great Excellency, 
and Worth, aid Retaines.a Similitude to the Image of God, as being 
Spiritual and Immortal, where it is obſerveable ; That he grants 
x Souls of. Wicked and Unconycrted men to be of great Worth 
and Excellency, and yet he dcnies the Works, of the Pure Spirit of 
God to teof any Worth or Excellency, anWhat becauſe the Soul 
has a ſhare inihem : it ſo be the Souls of Wicked Men are con- 
ſorm'd to the Image of God, becauſe they are Spiritual and Im- 
mortal, then are Divels alſo conform to the Image of God, for 
th.y are alſo Spiritual and Immortal in the ſame ſence that the 
Souls of Wicked Men are. 

Laſtly, I defire the Reader may here Obſery e, how he hath en- 
tirly Omired that part of Page 23. of mine where I ſhew how 
and in what ſence the Light is to be underſtood or called the Light 
of Nature, and of what Nature , therein clearing us from the 
Aſpertion of Pelaganiſme, by which Omiſlion it may appear how 
willing theſe men are to Calumi:. ate us, and apt to paſs by that 
which tends to our Vindication. 


| Page 25. Head 5. Sect. 1, He alledgeth, We vilifie the wR—_ 
| all 
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and that becanſe we confeſs, Thar the end of cur meetin? 15 not 10 
read them, but to wait on God, adding, that ther fore we mak: a7 
oppoſt' ion betwixt Reading the Scriptures, and waiting 01 God ; Bu: 
as this concluyion hath no P:oof, fo it is moſt Incontequer'ial, as 
if nothing could be d ſtingiſhel except it were Oppolite : accor- 
ding to which h2 might Argue, that becauſe Preaching and Pray- 
ing are not ail one, ther.fore they are Oppoſite : that ſome have 
been Countenanced of God in Readirg the Scriptures isn92t denied 
by us, and therefore the bringing of it forth againſt us, is wholly 
Impertinent, | 
And whe:eas he avcrs, That Reading of te Scripture 15 the meanes 
of having the Word of God to awcll richly in ws, alluding to Coll. 3. 
16. he ſhould have firſt proved the Word there mentioned to þ-: 
the Scripture, before he had been ſo baſty to draw his Conzluli5n, 
Hi; Alledging ſome paſſiges, wh-re Chriſt and others ſpok? upon - 
ſome words of Scriptnre, ſaith nothins to the purpo%, for as I con- 
tſſed it was ſometimes uſed by them, ſo I told him it was alſo fre- 
quent amonZ us ; but th: Qeſtion is, wheth:r their ſer!e4 Cuſtom 
of ſpea\ing upon a Text be according to Scripture ? and there- 
npon I ſhew him how Chriſt and his Apoſtles did Preach without 
it, as Chriſt, Mar. 5. and in many other placcs : And Paul to the 
Athenians, but this of Pay! m?ntioned by m2 in my laſt he hath 
[:tt unanſwered. - "IL 
And in Anſwer to 1 Cor. 14.29, 39, 31. For ye may all prophec 
one by one,&c.He ſaich,This w'll not Sas fo keep up &s Skecelſ 4 
talking of Quakers, Alledging it to be RiſtrifFed ro the Prophets, 
which he ſayes, It will be hard to prove our Preachers to be. Addins, 
That it maketh not azain|t their Way, becauſe 7Mini;ters ſpeak among 
tnem twoor three. Here though in relation to us he Reltcidts this 
place to the Preph:ts, yet in relation to himſelf he doth it nor, clſe 
he muſt proye theic Miniſters, that ſo ſpeak, to þ:P:oph'ts, a3 he 
de:ir:s me to do our Preachers ; Now this he cannot, ſince h2 ſxyes 
Pcremptor1y, Page 97. That ſuch a thing # ceaſed, and therefore 
this may ſhew how he twinds and wreſts the Scripture, to make it 
Anſwer his Corrup: ends, it is a man'feſt ſhift to avert the ſtrenzth 
of this place, where the Order of the Church which is quite con- 
trary to thei.s, is cxprefly mentioned. To run to the myt-r of 
Womens $p-akins, th-reby to make a Digr ſſion to a ney Debate, 
which hath been largly defended by us, ad paticalarly by Mar- 
gret 
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vet. Fell. ina Book never yet anſwered, and as to the place Aſ- 
edged we have oftcn ſhown how it cannot be underſtood, ina Rid- 
ged Licteral lence, elle it would contradict the ſame Apolile, 1 Cor. 
11 5. where he Propolſcth to Women the Method and Manner of 
their behaviour, in heir pablick Preaching and Paying ; th- Pro- 
miſe was, that the Daught-rs as well as th: Sons thould Prophetie; 
fol. 2.38 ATE. 3. 27. : 

As a 2d. Reaſon of our villifyirg the Scriptures he adds, and that 
by way of derition, They w:'l nat have the Scripture called thetr 
Alters Letter (No Forſooth) their Maſters Letter i writ #n their 
Hearts, 8c, Anſ. Here his Malice hath aor only led him Foolithly 
to Deride us,buc the Apoſtle,yea God himſelt : tor the Law of God 
15 our Maſters Letter, and this i; in our Hearts it wc be under the 
New Covenant, Hb. 8. 10. I will put my law imtheir minds, and 
write them in their hearts, and ver. 11. they ſhall not .need every 
man to teach their netghbour, for they ſhall all know me, &c, His 
Argument taken from Chri/ts writing to the ſeven Churches of Aſia, 
mak<cs nothing asainſt us, except he will be ſo Ridiculous to aver, 
that theſe Churches had no Rule nor Knowledg of their Maſters 
will, before they received that Writting, which if they had, it 
was not there onely, and this was-that Incumbent to be proved, 
tor which that example was brought, for the Teſtimony of Chriſt 
through his Servants, whether by Word or Writ is Dearly 
Owned by us,.as ha. h often been declared. 

With the like Impudence he Concluds, That we bend our ſtrength 
ro Evacuate the Authority of the Scriptures, and confirm Negli- 
gent Atheiſts, in their Contemptuous ſighting of them, becauſe we 
Speak of walking, or doing our Work by th: Immdiate Councel 
of God ; But hc might as well babble againſt the Beloved Diſciple 
1 7oh. 2, 24. Ye bave received an anointing and ye need not that any 
man ſhould teach you, and yet was then teaching chum himſelf with- 
out Contradidtion, as for that Scripture, 7oh. 12. 24, 48. which he 
deſires us to read, w2 find not how in the leaſt they ſtrike againſt 
our Principle, for as it is without doubt to us, that the words which 
Chriſt ſpake will ſtand in Judgm:nt againſt him and tus Brethren, 
becauſe while in words th.y pretend to Exalr it, both in Principle 
and Practice they Villifie and deny it. 

As a 3d. Reaton he Alledges, We Prefer our Silent Waiting to the 
Reading of Scriptures, as if we muſt firjt come ro this, ere we can 
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krow the Scripture aright, As, that this Wazting is defined by 13 

zo be @ folent poſture of the Heart, without thinking good or evil. 
£njw. Th.ſe thoughts which we ſay ought to be excludzd from 

waiting, are mans own thoughts, not ſuch as the Spirit af God 

farniſheth him with, and ir is great Ignorance to ſay thatawich- 


out this we can uſe the Scriptures *aright;-ſecing+the things of 
God knoweth no man ſave the Spirit of God, x Cor:2za11. As for 


' his own Imaginations which he Subjoines-concerning'our Waiting 


they lignitte nothing, b.cauſe Alledged without any proof, we 
deny-not but that Faith "Hope and Charity is exerciſcd in waiting, 
y<r not without ſuch thoughts as proceed from the Spirit of God 
and whereas he finds we cj.arourſelves of this Calumnie, of bing. 
Vilifers of, the Laan, by ſhowing how much it is our defire to- 
try Docrines by. rhem : he alledgeth, We have hereir becn ſuſpetted 
of Jug pe rage. is, R., Farmer ſaith ſo. but R. Farmers ſaying 
and W. ſaying is all one inthis-matter, neither of them are tas 
be truſted without proof - Now the Reaſon becauſe we ſayzthar 
the Scriptures are.not the Saints Rule of, knowing God and Living 
to ot but.chis is. juſt to beg'the thing in-Queſtion, | 

That: Srory:- toned by: him,of a \Quakers telling a, Cort dine 
Was ver en, that ſhe-q : ht. a4, A Lattin' —_ 
zhe Bible, doth no waies proye that. weate trying'of 
rias bythe Scriptare, ſeeing the Qnaker he ſpeaks of, might: x 
had good realon.to look, upon that-luppoſed. Religious Womans, 
as One Dana xtyos that. Spiritual Key of David which c 


fomj el tell her ;W would-do 


racometo vba, :eiſ&her Reading might be ſo far from 
"—odeon -__ 1h: aRgnl come to Wreſt them to her ownDez. 
ſtruction,'2 Per.3. 16% ws + yy 
\Sebki2 Page-30,'hc bepins-with acknowledging. Ti ht ſanchin 
11ay be accdiued the Declaration. of :ones: Mind; 6 


As: Irena ORE. ww WE "8.:_. 
To. prove- Scriptuxesit0 tra Er er called - 

Word of God he -ſnbjoyncrth, That uy 4 py of th , e Scripture 

wereautteredand ſpoke of Got-uxn Gy. to-thls Ifhew hin.-Pa £ 

26; of .my4aſt, that the Properties peculiar to the” Word cannot 

ſpoken'oF the - Scripture, but- ofthe Inward and: Living '0 

to which he replys nothing, onely tells rhere 45 a rwafould, Word.e 
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= Fel'. in a Book never yet an{wered, and as to the place Af- 
edged we luve oft-n {hown how it cannot be underſtood, in a Rid- 
ged Licteral lence, elle it would contradict the ſame Apolile, 1 Cor, 
11 5. wher: he Propoſcth to Women the Method and Manner of 
their behaviour, in heir pablick Preaching and P.aying ; th- Pro- 
miſe was, that the Daught.rs as weil as th? Sons ſhould Prophetie; 
or. 3.48 AE; 3-9; 

As a 24d. Reaſon of our villifyirg the Scripture he adds, and that 
by way of deriion, They w:'l nt have the Scripture called thetr 
Ilaters Leiter (No Forſooth) their Maſters Letter is writ #n therr 
Hearts, &c, Anſ.. Here his Malice hath aort only lcd him Foolithly 
to Deride us,buc the Apoſtle,yea God himſelf : tor the Law of God 
1s our Maſters Letter, and this i; 1n our Hearts 4t wc be under the 
New Covenant, cb. 8. 10. I will put my law in thetr minds, and 
write them in their hearts, and wer. 11. they ſhall not .need every 
man to teach their nezghbour, for they ſhall all know me, &c, His 
Argument taken from Chriſts writing to the ſeven Churches of Aſia, 
mak<cs nothing acainſt us, except he will be ſo Ridiculous to aver, 
that theſe Churches had no Rule nor Knowledg of their Maſters 
will, before they received that Writting, which if they had, ir 
was not there onely, and this was-that Incumbent to be proved, 
tor which that example was brought, tor the Teſtimony of Chriſt 
through his Servants, whether by Word or Writ is Dearly 
Owned by us,. as ha. h often been declared. 

With the like Impudence he Concluds, That we bend our ſtrength 
ro Evacuate the Authority of the Scriptures, and confirm Negli- 
Lent Atheiſts, in their Contemptuors ſighting of them, becauſe we 
Speak of walking, or doing our Work by th: Imm:diate Councel 
of God ; But hc might as well babble againſt the Beloved Diſciple 
1 7oh. 2, 24. Te have received an anointing and ye need not that any 
man ſhould teach you, and yet was then teaching them himſelf with- 
out Contradid&ion, as for that Scripture, 7oh. 12. 2.4, 48. which he 
deſires us to read, we tind not how in the leaſt they trike againſt 
our Principle, for as it is without doubt to us, that the words which 
Chriſt ſpake will {tind in Judgm-nt againſt him and his Brethren, 
becauſe while in words th-y pretend to Exalt it, both in Principle 
and Practice they Villifie and deny it. 

As a 3d. Realon he Alledges, IWe Prefer onr Silent Waiting to the 
Readino of Scriptures, as if we mult firjt come ro thu, ere we can 
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brow the Scripture aright, adding that this waiting is defined by us; 
to be a ſilent peſtare of the Heart, without thinking good or evil. 
£njw. The thoughts which we {ay ought to be excluded from 
waiting, are mans own thoughts, not ſuch as the Spjrit of God 
frrniſheth him with, and ir 1s great Ignorance to ſay thatwith- 
out this we can uſe the Scriptures *aright, ſeeing the things of 
God knoweth no man ſave the Spirit of God, x Cor.z411. As for 
* his own Imaginations which hc Sub;joines concerning our waiting 
they (ignitte nothing, b.cauſe Alledged without any proof, we 
deny. not but that Faith Hope and Charity is exerciſcd in waiting, 
yct not without ſuch thoughts as proceed from the Spirit of God 
and whereas he finds we cl.ar our ſelves of this Calumnie, of bcing. 
Vilifiers of the Scripture, by ſhowing how much it is our deſire to- 
try Docrines by rhem : he alledgeth, We have hereiz becn ſuſpefted 
_ of Jugligg; the proof is, R. Farmer ſaith ſo. but R_. Farmers laying 
' and W. A's. ſaying is all one in this matter, neither of them are tos 
be truſted without 'proof - Now the Reaſon becauſe we ſay;that 
the Scriptures are not the Saints Rule of knowing God and Living 
to him, but, this is jult to beg the thing in Queſtion. | 
T hat Srory.-mentioned by him of a Quakers relling a, certain 
Waman.in Aberdeen, that ſhe- might. as well read a Lattin Book, as 
the Bible, doth no waies proye that. we ate againſt trying of Doct= 
rias by the Scripture, ſeeing the Quaker he ſpeaks of, might” have 
had good realon to look upon that ſuppoſed Religious Woman; 
as one alienated from that Spiritual Key of David which canalone' 
truly apenthe. Scriptures, and ſo might well tell her, ſhe wonld-do 
rell firſt tocomento that, elſe her Reading might be ſo; far from 
profiting her, that ſh: might come to Wreſt them to her own De: 
{truction, 2 Pet. 3.16- | | 
Sett..2, Page 30, bc begins with acknowledging, That ſometbing 
may be accounted the Declaration of -ones Mind, which is':not bys 
word, though:Page 12. of his Diatouge, he could not but ſmiles 
2 4s Irrational. | ALES Ss 1 #7 ES 3: 
To. prove-the Scriptures. to be traly and properly called the 
Word of God he ſnbjoyncth, That the Precepts of the Scripture 
wereatttered-and ſpoke of God, but in- Anſw. to this Iſhew him *Pag. 
26, of my'laſt, that the Properties peculiar to the: Word cannot 
ſpoken-of the Scripture, but of -the' Inward and Living Word, 
0 which he replys nothing, onely tells there #5 4a twofould, Word @ 
| D os Co-eſſential 
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Co-effentiall, Co-eternal Word, and a Spiritual Words the Temporal 
expreſſed Word, or the Word written in time ; but ſceing he pretends 
to be pleading for the Scripture, he ſhould have uſed rhe Language 
of it, and not ſuch ſtrange Anteſcriptural exprefſions which are 
net to be fonnd in all the Bible : Where doth he read of a Spiritual 
Temporal expreſſed Word ? a part of my Argument thewing thar 
theſe Seriptures, Zof. 1. 1. Joel. 1, x Ef-+. 38. 4. are underftgod 
of that Word from which the Scriptures are given fcr.h ; he hath 
but mentioned, not anſwered ; for I told him, Pag. 26, of my ]aſt, 
that where it is ſaid, The Spirit of God came upon ſuch a one,07 to ſuch 
a one, that thercfore the Sci ipture 1s the Spirir, and fo as do the 
Socinians, Call the writings of the Prophets and Apoſtles, the Sp- 
11, denying the neceſlity of any other Spirit, this he hath wholly 
Omited : and indeed hc ſeemes prety much to incline to the Socin;- 
ns in this matter, for he ſayes, That rhe Scripture us the Sword of 
the Spirit, and that becauſe Chriſt in his conflict with Satan ſaid, it 
was written ; but had this been Chriſts onely Sword, we muſt con- 
clude the Devil to have had the ſame,for he ſaid alſo, it 7s written ; 
and according to this DoRrine who hath a Bible in his pocket, 
wanteth not the Sword of the Spirit, which ſavoureth of that Pop- 
1h foppery, that the ſign of the Croſs puts. away Devils ; but experi- 
ence teacheth us both s ' Opinions to be alike Ridiculous. 

Upon this occaſion in his Dialouge, Page 13. he afierred, That 
38 ts all one to ſay the Scripture ſaith, and God ſaith , and whercas, 
in Anſwer to this, I told him, that they might be ſaid to be one 
becauſe of their Agreement, yet were no more one then the Sun 
Beam and the Shadow is one though they agree together, becauſe 
he knew not what to reply to this, he mentions a part of theſe 
words of mine, and Subjoyns by way of Anſwer to thcm, that 
they tend to advance humane Writings, and equa] them with the 
Scripture, when they agree with what God ſayeth :- which as it is 
2manifeſt ſhift, and no reply, ſo it is a notable Impertinency, to 
ſay, there is any hazard of advancing ſuch Writings as truly agree 
with what God ſayeth, for upon what other account are the Scrip- 
tures to be eſteemed ? 

Page. 32. to prove that word mentioned Mark. 7. which he 
Phancies are ſaid to be made void, is not the Living Word, bur the 
outward Precept of the Scripture, he ſayes, 1t # plainly held forth 
ro be fo without any ſurther Probation. - 
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He addeth, Page 34. That it ſeems we think they ſet up the 
Scriptures as an Idoll, tjtead of that from which they come , aſking, 
If we did ever hear them eall it he Eternal $on of God, that Saviour 
who died, Sc. 

Anſwer. Though we have not heard you term the Scripture, yet 
it is not without Reaſon, we ſay, ye ſer them up in Chritts ſtead ; 
for I have a Letter under one of the preſent National Teachers 
hand, wherein he ſayes, Te Scriptures are the alone means of Sal- 
vation ; yea, the alone Way Truth and Life,and that noxe can be ſaved 
withour them. 

And I have heard another call the Greek Teſtament; The onely 
forn1ation. Now bcing theſe are the peculiar Properties of Chrilt, 
have we not reaſon to ſay, that ſuch as aſcribe them to the Scrip- 
tures, puts the Scriptures in Chriſts ſtead, though W. 4. be 
pleaſed to term it unworthy dealing. 

Set. 2 Pap. 35. he ſaycs, It # not dificult to prove that the Law 
and Teſtimony mentioned, Deut. 8, 20. was not an inward Law : 
\The reaſon Alledged is, Becauſe the Prophet oppoſes what is written 
as no Light, if it agree not to the Law and Teſtrmony , But what 
then, doth this prove the Teſtimony here not to be. inward ? He 
adds, That let People pretend what they will to a Law within, if it 
agree not with the Scripture Word, there ts no Light in them , and 
that the outward L aw gets the name of the Teſtimony ; but granting 
him all this, it doth not in the leaſt tollow, that the Law and Telſti- 
mony ; there mentioned was not inward ; It is more Obſerveably 
ſtrange here then in any other place, with what ſhameleſs conft- 
dence, be aflerts his own bare Aflertions inſtead of Arguments. 

After the like manner without anſwering a word of whar I 
infer, Pag. 27, of mine againſt him. and his Brethren from 
709. 7.49. 

He concludes, That Scripture fits us bettey then them, becauſe of 
our kyown raſh cenſuring z upon which ſuppoſition of his own, he 
condemnes us as like to Phariſees without more adoe : {till alfs 
by way of reply to me,he ſayes,1: :s nor probable that Chriſt checked 
the Lawyer in ſaying, How readeſt thou ? Luk. 1 0.26. not offering 
to add any further probation, and as for what he ſubjoyneth, Pag. 7 
T hat Chriſt uſed the Scripture about Divorcement, and in the matter 
of the Sabbath ; it doth no wayes prove them to be the only Rule, 
tor, as is ſaid, we are willing to try Doctins by them, 
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Fe. Pag. 237. He ſayeth, It zs falſe ro affirm that the Divine Authoys: 'F 
ef th: Scriptures, cannot be prov'd other-wayes then by the Spirits 
21ward Teſtimony : adding, There are other Arguments whereby it 
can ſolidly and convincingly b- proved ; and for this he inftanceth one 
which he ſayes, # excellently improved by R. Baxter , what then, 
becauſe W. 2. thinks that Argument of R. Baxter will prove the 
Scriptures Authority without the Spirit, muſt we therefore be of 
the ſame mind ? I doubt very much if FR. Baxter think ſo much 
himſelf ; Now W. 2. his deceit is very Remarkable, in quoteing 
ſome words of John Calvin, where he ſayes, If he were to deal 
with Arguments, he could produce many to prove the Laws came 
from God, for that I never Imagined theſe Arguments conld core 
vincingly, prove the Scriptures Authority without the $ pririt, (Whiclt 
ts the thing in debate) ir appears in the very following words, Lib. 
Tnjts 1, Cap. 7. Sect. 4. But if we will well look to our Conſciences, 
that they be not troubled with doubts, and ſtick not at every ſcxu- 
ple,it is requiſite the Perſwaſton whereof we have ſpoken, be tak-n 
higher then humane Judgment or ConjeQure, /iz. the ſecret 
Teſtimony of the Holy Spirit. Anda little after in direct oppoli- 
tion, to wit his words, he adds, Thi word ſhall not obtain Faith 11; 
the Hearts of men if it be not Sealed by the Inward Teſtimony of 
the Spirit ; It is neceſſary then, ſaith he, that the Saints Spirit which 
ſpake by the mouth of the Prophets, enter in our Hearts, and touch 
them Livingly, to perſwade us, that the Prophets have faithfully 
delivered that which was Commanded them from on.high ; and a 
little after, This ther ts a perſwaſion which requizes na reaſons : And 
again, This # a Perſwaſion which caunot be Begotten but by a hea+ 
venly Revelation, | 

And in the beginning of the next Chapter he adds, If we have not 
th% certainly higher, and more firme then all humane [udgment, in 
vain ts the Authority of the Scriptures proved by Arguments. This 
doth abundantly ſhew how contrary W..2. is to Calvin in this 
matter ; and not to him alone; but to the whole Reformed Church- 
es of France, who iti their confeſſion of Faich- agreed upon by the 
firſt National Synod they ever bad at Pars, Anro, 1559. ſay 
thus, Art +4. We kzow theſe Books to be Canonique, not ſo much by 
the common conſent of the Church, as by the Inward T eſtumony and 
perſwaſion of the Holy Spirit ; and whez<as he adviſeth me to read 


Calvin his 6th. Chap. but that it would prove to long a _—_— 
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T conld eahly ſhew, that we are no ſuch 'contemners of the Scrip- 
ture as thoſe he thcre ſpcaks to: And what if he contradi& the 
Truth which we, and h'mſelf elfe where acknowledges, I make uſe 
of his Teltimony againit IV. AZ. and his Brethren, even as he did 
th: Teſtimony of :Aheg iſtin, Grgn'y and others. of he Father, 
again{t thoſe of Rome, whom neFerthelefs h: ſpared not to re ect 
ſom_times, Read 1-ft. lib. 1. cap. 11. Seth. 5 lib. cap. Sect. 4.and in 
many othcr places,thus a!ſo is added that which he adds about P-ſ- 
fur, whoſe 1 ranſla:ion he ſayes, We follow in oe 'thing, but no: in 
another, for we are not bound to foliow him fatthzr*then he fol- 
[lows th: Truth ; Nor doth W. ZZ. here produce-any atgiment to 
prove that thzfe words, Fob.'F. 39. ſhould be, Search theſcri #hres, 
and not ye Search the ſcriptures, but his own bareaft-rtion, adding 
That Chriit did not check. them when he ſaith in them, ye thinkto have 
eternal life; whereas the very” following words clearly Import a 
repro>f, Te will not come to me#that ye might bave life ; Heſay#hor, 
ſeek for Life in the Scriptures, ye do well to think to find it there, 
but thus, Ye think to have eterual life in. the ſcriptures, but will 
nt come to me that ye might have life. 

He ends this Section; asking, Sveing £- grant the Scriptures rre 
profitable for dottrine, correttion, vepribfy Get Why 1 a then to 
be a perſefÞ Rule ? but I never denyed'them, and I told him- alfo, 
rhzy- were thus profitable, not to every man; but to th: man of 
God, z e. he that's led by the:Spirit of God ; Nw to this he re- 

lys no hing, oneiy tellsme, The man of God; mojt commonly un- 
derſtood of the Miniſters of Chritt Feſus, which though I ſhould 
grant him, what he eithercan or would Infr from it; againſt my 
Argument he hath left namentioned. 80 ___. 

Sect. 3. Paz. 40. He alledgeth, The voice and Teſtimonyof the 
Father, which Chriff (beaks of to the Fewes, not to bave been inward, 
defiring the reader to look, to the place : and thereapotthecites ob 5. 
36. where Chriſt ſp:aks of his Miracles as a great-r witneſs th.n 
that of 7ohx, bnt his deceit is hve abundantly man'feſt, for the 
plac2 mentioned by me was, 1 oh 5. 10. For this is the witneſs of 
Ged, which he teſti Ted of his Son, he tha*believeth in the Son of God, 
hath the witnefs um himſelf 5 Nov;'this bzhath wholly omited, 
and mention:d anothur in- theftead of it, which makes nothing to 
the purpoſe, I deny not but the Miracles' were a grexer Witnels 
then that of /e-7 ; but then, will it ther.fore fo!low that the igward 
Teitimany 
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Teſtimony of the Father is not greater allo ; this was the matter 
in queſtion. After the like manner he concludeth the voice ſpoven 
of, John 5. 37. Is not taward, but outward, Citing for Proof, Mar. 
3-27. 2 Pet.1, 17,18, the one is the voice heard at Chriſts being 
Baptized, the othcr ar his being Transfigured : Burt what way he 
ſecks to Infer from th.nce, that the Voice of the Father here ſpoken 
of by Chriſt to the 7ewes, was not inward but outward, he hath 
left unmentioned. © 

Likewiſe, the Expoſition he adds upon this place, as if Chriſt 
were onely here reproving the Ignorance of the ewes, whoſe Pre- 
dec:ſſors had heard ſo much of God, it would be the better re- 
ceived, that it had ſome other bottom then his own meer aſſertion. 

Page 1.4. He confeſſeth, That where we are deſired to try the Spi- 
rits, there 1s, 10 mention of trying them by the Scripture : And to my 
Queſtion, asKking it there be any ſurcr way of trying of Spirits, 
then by the Spirit of God ? he'returneth no reply, but another 
Queſtion; Yiz. 

Whether there be any ſurer way then that for which the Bereans 
were commended ? 

T Anſwer, Yes, bythe Spirit, Peter could never have diſcerned 
Ananias and Saphira bythe Scripture, andyet did it by the Spirit 3 
To ſay ( as he does ) That this was a matter of Fat and not of 
Doftrine, and that it was extraordinary, is a meer lilly ſhift, for it 
was on«ly by the Spirit of God ; whichis ſo ordinary to Chriſtians, 
that none can be truly one without it, Rom. 8. 9. 1{ any man have 
not the Spirit of Chriſt, he is none of his 5 And if this Spirit can diſ- 
cern the ſecret hypocriſie of the Heart, in matters of Fact, far more 
the Errors, and miſtake of the Underſtanding, in matters of Judg- 
ment, which all grant to be more Obvious. 

And thqugh I never ayer'd, that Joby excluded all external 
Rules, by pointing to the anointing, ſo his aſſertion to fay : That 
che anointing diretteth us to the Law, and to the Teſtimony, as ſu 
poſing it to be outward, is but to beg the thing in queſtion already 
refuted. | : 

Page 43. As he afhrmeth, That mans being deluded proceeds not 
from the Scripture, but their own blindneſs, {0 he acknowledges,T hat 
. falling in Deluſion, proceeds not from the Spirit, but from the tricks 
and deceits of Satan, and thereby he hath clearly confeſſed, whar 
is aſſexted by me Page 3o. and not anſwered ; And whereas he _ 
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That leaning to the Sp:rit, and forſakeing the Scrip! ure, provokes God 
to give men up to ſtrong deluſions, which he Illuſtrareth by the ex- 
ample of one f. Grlpen once a Quaker, who by hatkening to awvaice 
within, was put upon Miſchievouu and Deteſtable Prattices. 

I An{w. He bath not proved that we forſake the Scripturc, nor 
will one mans being deceived, by harkening to a voice within,prove 
the Spirit not to be a certain Rule, 'more then as himſclf ackow- 
ledges, The Phariſees having the Scripture in ſuch high eſkcem, and 
accounting them their” Rule, will prove their delulion proceeded 
from rhem ; that Story of Gilpeffs was. largly anſwered about 5. 
years agoe by E. B. and'C. A, who have laid open his Deceit and 
Wickedneſs, neither can any of theſe Rediculous Pranzs, (granting 
the matter to be true ) which he pretended to do? by a voice within, 
while appearing to be among us, prove the inſufficiency of that 
Light- we Preach; or the hazard of following ir, more..then his 
Peaſtly Drunkneſs and 'open Var 6 naturally known in the 
Gariſon of Carlile, where he was a Souldicr, proves he was led by 
the Scripture, which it is like he then*pretended; was his Ruleunto 
th.ſe wicked pratices, which were the beſt frpits of that Repcn- 
rance, W. 2. ſeems ſo much” to congratulate inhim : Such filthy 
Droſs whom God purgeth out from ambng us,” ave fitrelk perſons 
to be Proſelited by him and his Breth:en : and rwraly, we are well 
rid of them, and can heartily ſpare ſuch unto them They. went out 
from us, but they were not of u4, for if they had been of ua, they would 
20 doubt have continued with us: but they went out that they might 
be made manifeſt that they were not all of ua..1 Joh. 2.46, 

Pag. 43. Be ſayes, That though the Seript ure be ſuſfimient for 
diſcovering of Deluſions, and. ending of differencs, in genere objctti, 
yet the Spirit ts neceſſary ,in genere cauſz affective : Now this ne- 
c.ſfiry of the Spirit he ſaith himſelf, 7s that we maybe right dif- 
cerners, forremoveing our natural depravedneſs ; and now gram- 
ing the Scripture were ſufhcient in this manner, will it therefore 
follow that the Spirit within is not the Rule ; which was the thing 
to prove in this SeRion, in ſo far as he acknowledges this neceſſity 
of the Spirits work, he hath yeilded to the Truth ; yet it is obſery- 
able, how in contradiction to the Truth he overturns it all agaio, 

Pag. 47. 48. Where he exprelly pleads, For Preaching upon, and 
uſing the Scriptures, without the joynt Concurrance of the Sparit z 
al'edging, Ihave 2 ground 10 ſay they onght nor ſo ro do, then = 
ider 
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conlider, firſt he ſaid, The Spiric was neecſſary to Remove the depya? 
v:dnef's of our nature that we might be diſcerners, but now he ſayes, 
we ought to uſe the Scripture without the Spirit, thoughour nature be 
depraved, yea though we be 110 capacity to Wake aright diſcerning, 
ard here he hath notably manifeſtsd his affinity with the 7eſuzrs, 
Arminians,Socinians, Pelagians,and Semipelagians,im laying, How 
many cold hearts have been Rubbed and Chaffed unto Spiritual hear, 
by reading and talking of the Scripture ; For is not this to ſer nature 
a work, and to grant a cafacity. in man to' beget Spiritual heat 
without the joyns-Concurrence * the Spirit; and this 15 alltoge- 
ther agreeable to that known Maxim of the Semipelagians, facients 
quod in ſe eſt, dens non denegat gratiam , God will not deny him 
Grace that doth what in him. ties, And hereby the Intelligent Rea- 
der way perceivez-how-much nearer a kin our Adverſaries are to 
rheſe-Exrorsthenvegnomwichitanding they fo fallly andfrequently 
brand-us with ther, .intheir Pulpirs and elswherte, as alſo that it is 
meerely-couſtraintawhen-they are hardly put to it, that they now 
and then;and that.in, contradiction to themlelyes; ter a word or two 
dropeoncerning a neceſſary Work of the Spirit. 

Set. 4: Pag, a5; Eealledgeth, There is no convincing , People by 
this R ult8if-cheSpirie wdtbin,. becauſe each" way may pre end ro the 
gutdence of his Spirit, and ſo both remain obſtanate : adding, That ac- 
cording te them the Scripture 15 the rule which licth patent to both 
parties yrd-though it do. not attually convince the (tuborn, yet there 
i exengh @ it to ſatiſfie any Ingufitzve Adver -* Ants 

Anſw. And:is-nes.4hai, Spirit Ty icenrs ſarfffic any Inquiſitive 
Adycnſl,rbvir's willing 10 be undecerved, which ſcarcheth. all 
things; even the deep-things of God : There 1s no inconvenience 
can be preſſed from-making the Spirit a Rule or Guide, but the 
ſame recars-by..makingihe Scripture one ; for is it not laid claim 
unto by Perſons quite different m. Judgment, yea both ſometimes 
to one verſe,” and, will-have it ſpeak oppoſite to the other, if ir be 
faid, that Scripture-being compared explaines it ſelf 5 has not ſuch 
as have ſo compared , been racer unceſſantly to jangle even in 
their comparing of it. And this W. A. cannot deny, bur this hath 
been. becauſe, -0ne or both parties. hath been eſtranged from the 
true Teſtimony of the Spirit : What is then the Ultimate Recorſe 
that can onely reſolve all doubts eyen concerning the meaning of 
the Scripture, but the certain Teſtimony of the Spirit ? for it the 
ST Scriptures 
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Scriptures be--onely certain . becauſe they came from the Spirit 6f 
God , then the Teſtimony of the Spirit muſt be more certam then 
they,according to the received X1axim of the Schools, Propter quod 
ur umquodque ft, tale td ipſum magis eſt tale, That which makes a 
thing certainqnuſt be more certain then it ;, and this arguing again(t 
the certainty of the Spirir; checks nor enely at the ccrtainry of the 
S3ints Faith now, from the Light within? and. the -afſurance of 
knowledg, bur at the Faith and Knowledg, which all.the Saints and 
holy Prophets had ; not onely before the Scripture was wrizz but 
even in their writing of them. We are tnno greater hazard to bg 
deceived now, then they were then, therefore the Apoſtle notably: 
reproves ſuch Pratlers againſt. this certainty, 1 Fob. 4.6. We are of 
God, he that knowet#God heareth us, he that 1s not of God heareth nar 
245 : hereby know we the Spirit of truth and the Spirit of error. A 

Page. 48. He asks, Why 1 complain for bu 'nmproving Eſa. 59. 
21. But: mentions not.one. word of that partof#Pag- 32.-otmine,' 
wherein I ſhow him.how this Scripture made again{t lum, as hold- 
ing forth Gods putting words'in mcns mouthes' whith they deny, as/ 
athing ceaſed ; This the Reader by looking to-the placemay/ob= 
ſerve, that the Lord there Promiſes his Spirit and Word {hall con- 


tinue to direct his Peoplezis not denied. © : ©: | WC 
In his Dialogue, Pag.16: Heſayes, That the Scriptures not be: 
ſaid to be a-dead Letter, becauſe they arecalledkulling,: and whereas 
 Itold him, Pag. 31, of my anſwer, That as dead things do kill-1F 
fed upon, ſo if men feed upon the Lertcr of the Scripture, withour 
the Spirit which is the Life they will kill : he ſhifts a reply. to this, 
telling-me, The Scripture #5 called killing, as being the AMinifliration 
of the Law,which threatens Death acaiciale finner; What then dork 
it therefore follow that they arc not dead, and'deadly 'to {ſuch as 
feed upon them, without the Spirit whick givetb Life , it isan ap- 
parent Mallitious Paſſ1on,to add; That the arinking in of the Lifeleſy 
Poyſonou Opinions, of the Quakers, will-prove burtfull:to the Soul x 
ſ.eing he bringerh not the leaſt ſhadow of iproot for it. I obſerve, 
that he Intitleth this Section , The Quakers may Tnefeitual to con- 
vince ain Oppoſer ; And yet how is 1, that he and lus Brethren are 
ſo aftraid that it ſpread, and are daily ſo much crying out amd 
clamouring againſt it.as dangerous, intrcating and beſeeching'Puo- 
ple to beware of us, and comparing our words and w:itings te 
Poylon , as that which is © ready to Eain ground 1 fay how 
comes 
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comes it that rhey axe fo prefing in.thur importunate, and often 
reiterate Pulpit-exhortations, to the Magiftrares, to Suppreſs,Im- 
riſon us, and break up our Meetings, as ſuch aga nit whom their 
abours-will prove altogether fruitleſs and ir.ctfectual.,it not aſufted 
by the external: Sword. . | - 

Sect. 5. Pag. 49. He undertakes to-compare us with Papiſts, as 
having- learned our Ifnguage about Scripture from them, but 
herein lie hath.norably manifeſted, both his ſelf contiadiction and 
Ignorance; He alledgeth,We agree with Papifts, in that we ſay if the 

luſion be" flrong in the Heart;:it will twine the Scriptures tamake - 
#bem ſeem ſerit; and im: that we ſaythey are dead, and occaſion 
Sets, and Janglings,: ( wherunto we. allwayes add, becauſe the Spi- 
rit-w.wagtinyg ; ) Andyet in this {ence he fully. gvants ic himſet, Pag. 
43. ſaying, Tris granted, that dtluded Souls do wreſt the Scriptures, . 
&c He concluds us one with Papiſts, for ſaying there was a rale be- 
fore the Scriprure$F$#and:yer: grants it himſelf, Page. 46; in con-- 
felling the Scripture was not a:Rule to ſuch Saihcs as lived befor: it 
Was Writ, ſach th&yhad ſome Rule before the Scriptures ; thus far 
as to his ſelf contradictions : As to his Ignorance can there-be any: 
thing more ſottiſh,ts compare us withPapilt for ovr. prefe. ring and- 
calling the light within, as that which” onely makes: the outward 
c&{pcniation of the Goſpel profitable; and for! our ſaying, thar the 
Spirit is both our Teacher and our Coppy, according to which if 
we walk, we may profit without goingtforth for a coppy, ſecing it 
is known,none to be more enemies to theſe NoCtrines then Papitts ;- 
and if we:deny the Stripture to be the principal and compleat rule! 
of faith, rhat proves us no-wayes to agree with Papiſts : except we! 
z}-agrecd withihem concerning whac-is the rule of faith, wherein 
wedifter wider from Papiſts, then our oppoſers ; therefore thar 
ſentence of Tertulsan Viz. That Cbrijt 5 allwayes Crucified, be- 
axe ewo Thieves, is Impertinently objeRted by V.. A. againſt us, 
and if the Lord will it may in due time be made appear to publick- 
view that itfar better ſuits our- adverſarics. 

He looks upon it as a great abſurdity, Pag. 51# To deny the more 
ſure word of prophecie , mentioned, 2 Pet. 1.19. tobe the Scripture : 
Alledging,] fon have confuted the Apoſtle who expounds it fo,verſ. 
20. But before he-had been ſo -peremptory in his* concluſion, he' 
fhould have firſt proved that the Apoſtle mentions theſe words ,by 
way of cxpalition to th: former, ſeeing he thinks himſelf fo _ 
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here why did he omit to anſwer that part df Page 31. ofmine, 
where I rold him, That ſgeing the Scriptures have all their ſureneſs 
from the $pirir,.they cannot be more ſurethemir; for'to ſay that 
Scripture -is more ſure as to us, -being a Tanding Record, then's 
Tranlicnt voice from heaven which may be miſtaken of forgotten, 
anſwers nothing ; ſeeing that more ſure word we ſpeak of, 1s not a. 
Tranlient voice, but that Word of God which ts allwayes with ns, 
nigh us, 51 our hearts, it we be willing ro hear itand regard ic :and 
can far leſs be.cither forgotten or-miſtakenthen'Sctiprure 9-fqr it 
ſpeaks plain, . home, -and neer, -cvento'ſuch fornritnes who would 
willingly both 1miſtake and forget it, eb.'4.-1 2. £252 

Though I could freely refer his 6 Head, concerning ?uftsficatior, 
ro be compar.d by the, Juditious Reader, with that whiclvis cons 
tained from Page 32..0t my lalt, to Pap. 44: As i outs 
maſs, which needs no. furih-r refutativn, yet becauſe hg. makes 4 
great noiſe, here I ſhall ſubjoyn theſe few obMWyarions 1{irtle to 
unyail him in this matter, GS, 3-7 Ent. 

And in His firſt: Section from Pag. 52. to 5$. T obſerve; how 
haſtily he pafles over the Charges laid by me:to- his doory Pap: 231 
which becauſe he cannot clearhimfelf of,: therefore he" hath nor1e= 
ſure to anſwer. IE. OY 
" Secondly, I obſerye, how after he repeats my words, Of Went 
of Juſtification, which the Reader may ſee ar, lerigth,” Pag;33.'6f 
my firſt, he can ſay nothing againſt rh'm, tut onely TſeemtoInfi- 
nuate, they had no need of inward Righteoufneſs ; It. appears his 
guilt hasmade him ſo jealous m this thmg,as'if I had been reproach- 
ing him, whercI onely gave an account of myo \vn'belief ; His ut- 
culing or ſuſpcting me of Frand or Cheating, ſignifies nothing; 
except he produce ſome. reaſon for 1t. ... - #7 PHP 

In order to diſcoverthis, hepropoſeth, What may be the ſence of 
the word .Juſts.ie tn Scripgure,” 4s it mmports the flnners Tuftification 
beftre God ; which hedetcrminarly affirms; Onely'to be a-pronoknic- 
272g or acconntmg a man Righteons; and nor « making him ſo; citing 
for groof, Pro. 17:15. Though Juſtifie in ſomeplaces may beſoun- 
derſtood, as in this, which. indeed; harhnorrelactionto the ſihners- 
Juſtification. before God,zyct where ir;hath ſach a rclation;' it may 
be und:rſtood otherwayes, Yiz. a makeing'timan jult, as in thax 
notable expreſhon of the ApoltiePayl,1 Cor:b 11.But ye are waſh- 
ed,ye are ſanitified, ye are juſhfien &c. For if Juſtitic here were not 

2 to 


mn 


OY 
to make men Righteous, but (30 ro impute them or account th.m 
ſo,then Waſhing,and SanRifying,wcre 1:0t rea! but only imputative 
alſo, and at this rate the Corinthians could nit be eſtecmed truly 
waſhed of thcir fins, "which the Apoſtle mentions in the former 
verſe, ſuch as Stcaling, Drunkncſs, Covetouſne!s, but onely 
thought or imputed fo, and this were to make the Chriſtian Reli- 

ion a cloak for all wickedneſs, as if men. were not by it truly 
cl-anſed of theſe evils, but onthe contrary foltercd in them : In 
theſe places alſo, Juſtification was taken in relation to inward 
righteouſneſs, Rom, 8. 30. Whom he called, them. he alſo juſtified, and 
whom be juſtified, them he alſo glorified, Rev. 22.11. Qui fuſtua eſt, 
Ziificetur adbuc, for ſo the Greek, and Latine hath it, which beings 
rightly Tranſlated, is, He that # juſt lt him be juſtified ſtil! ; It is to 
be obſerved, that I deny not, but the word Juſtifte, is ſometimes 
taken in Scripture for pronouncing men juſt, though he faſly, ſeems 


on 


to in{inuate the contrary. ; 


Thirdly, I obſerve his alledging, That 0:7 ſp:aking of being 
7uſtified by Chriſt revealed in uz, 1s a falling in with the Popiſh ſencs: 
of Juitification, adding, That our more full agreement with them, 
doth appear, in that wherein 1 ſay we differ from them, but hcre his 
ſhamcleſs diſingenuity is manifeſt, in that he hath not anſwered at 
all Page 34. 35. of my laſt, as to that wherein I ſhew our diſagree- 
ment wich Papiſts ; And how this manner of Juſtification by the in- 
dwelling of Chriſt vB by them, and pommcty diſputed 
againſt by Bellarmine : For to prove our ſuppoſed Afﬀnity {with 
Papiſts, and imagined oppolition to Proteſtants, he formeth a 


Queſtion, Viz, 


What # that, which cauſeth a man to ſtand pardoned and ſo Tuſt be- 
fore God, and for which he is pronounced Righteous ? adding, T has 
the Papiſts have berein, {a ro infuſed Righteouſneſs, but Proteſt- 
ants to the imputed Rihgteouſneſs of Chriſt, namely the Satisfaction 
&d Merit of His deat. 


But here is to be obſerved, how confuſedly he hath tumbled 
things together that ought to be diſtinguiſhed, wher.by he may 
the more ſecurely Jurk under them, though. Originally the cauſe 
ef both be the infinite Love of God, in which Chriſt. was given, 
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who offered up: himſelf vio ant ſarisfaRory Sacritice, 
as the Ranſom, rhe Atonement; the. Yin for our tins ; 
But as to our bcing Juſtified, it is by Chriſt. and- his Spirit, as he 
comes in'our hearts truly and. really to make us Righteous z which 
b-cauſe we are thus made, therefore.are we accounted ſo of him, 
as the Apoſtle .plainly-intimars in the x Cor. 6. 11. That it is by the 
Spirit of God we arc Jultified, nor 1s this any contvance with Pa- 
p'ſts, who as is aboveſaid deny Juſtification in this manner ;- and it 
is but to befool children and. {imple ignorants, . that he covers him- 
ſelt ſo much with: the gereral-texm of Proteſtants, as if our Do&- 
rine were generally denied by all ſuch, ſecing many, and that yery 
Famous Proteſtants, have-becn of our mind, and have eagerly plea- 
ded for this real Right. ouſneſs, as to Juſtificacton againſt his ſence 
of ic,; particularly, Ofinder one of the frit and moſt Renowned 
Reformers of Germany, Who not without graund.ayered Luthertg 
be of this Judgment. . + |: ; ore "Ws LEAN. Le 
And eMHelandoy, in the Apology of 'the' eAuguſtin;an Cons 
fejjon, faith, To be Juſtified 1m Scripture , nat onely ſignifieth 
to be pronounced Fuſt, but to be made Fujt or Regenerate z fohannes, 
Brentius, and Cheminitut, admit alſo of the lame lignification ; ſo 
Epinus, and Bucenw include, in Jultitication, not'onely forgiveneſs 
of tins, but Regeneration, and Righteouſneſs, wrought in us.: And 
Borheus,ſive Cellanu,a Germane Proteſtant,and proteſſor of Theo- 
logy at Baſil, In the Imputation, ſaith he, by which Chriſt 1s aſ- 
cribed, and umputed to believers for Righteoumeſs,; both-the merit of 
Hu Blood, and the boly Spirit given unto us by the vertue of his me-- 
rits, 1s equally gmcluded ;_ and thas ſaith he, we ſhall conſider wholly 
Chritt propoſed to us unto Salvation, and not a part of him; lib. in 
Gen. Pag. 162: again, Pag. 169. he faith, In our Juſtification 
Chy iſt is conſidered, who. Breatheth and Ltiveth in us; Viz. Put on 
by us through his Spirit. And. Pag. 181. he'ſaith; The form of our 
Tuſtfication is the Divine Righteouſneſs whereby we are formed 7ujt, 
and Good , this is Jeſus Chriſt, who 15 ejteemed our Righteouſneſs, 
partly by the :forgiveneſs of ſins, partly by the Reſtauratioa and Rens- 
vation ro Integrity , loſt by the fall of the . fajt Adam 53 He be- 
ing put on by w4, as the new and heavenly Adatn,of which the Apoſtle, 
Ye have put on Chriſt, pur him oz I ſay, as'@ form:s 5.6. we Wiſe 
dom Righteouſneſs and-Life of God. And,  Pareui de, juſt, Cont. Bel- 
lar. lb. 2. cap. 7. Dag. 469. We, ſaith he, neither ever ſpoks nov 
| thought 
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thought the Rightdonſntſs of. che tabezmputed to, that by it we 
were and might be named: formally Reghtcaus, as we have oft now 
ſhewed ; for ſurelyahat ſhould no leſs fight with reaſon, then if one 
quite abſolved in Judgment, ſhould ſay; he were formaily Righteous 
by the mercy, of the 7udge. Thele are-rhe plain and potniveexpreſſt- 

ons of -ſeveral famaus Proteſtants -;: though W. Af. reckgns G. 
Keith's words,mentioned by him Page 5.5. as Popiſh, which are no- 
thing different from theſe : And af late, R. Baxter.C whom IW. Af. 
Page 37. tcrmes, A Fuditious Servant of God ) hoiderh this Doct- 
rine throughout, tn his Book termed; Aphoriſims: of Juſtificatiorr; 
who Page 86. faith; That ſoine [gnorart Wretches; gnaſh their reeth 
at this 'Doitrane, ins -if it were flat Popery ; not underſtanding the na- 
ture of the Righteouſneſs, of the new Covenant ; which © all out of 
Chriſt in our .ſelyes,, though wrought by the power of the Spirit cf 
Chrijft\ Page. 1.95, He faith,” How this. Jdiffererh from the Papijt he 
need not tell any Scollar who have read their wretings ; hereby the In- 
teligeat:Reader may;dbſerve how xidicuſous, ifnot malicions, Var. 
is, in making ſuch a noiſe ; as if we were in this matter, either go- 
10g with Papiſts or oppoling Proteſtants. | 

. . In;his;ſecond, Sefion;,Bag: 58. Though he wou:d be making a 
great husfle, of our ſpeaking of 7aſtsſication by works, yet'in the ve- 
ry.entry,, he cannot deny bur-hr is for ir ; According to the true 
ſence and meaning of rhe Spirit : And therefore it remains to prove, 
chat ours is not (0, - 

His alledging from ſome words of Samwel Fiſher, Where he 
ſpeaks of works baving merit, ſayeth nothing, for the queſtion re- 
Car;s. cancarning. the. ſignification of the word Merie, which we 
uſe in aqualihed ſence ; .for we ſay that works are no other wayes 
Meritorious, then as.they.are rewarded, . Merit and reward being 
relative terms, as I told him, in.my laſt, ro which he returneth no 
anſwer : And thus is ſolved, Sam. Fiſhers uling of that argument, 
mentioned by him, Page 60 (to whom he fooliſhly ſuppoſes, I can. 
not reconcile my ſelf, withour being of a higher ſtrain then for a 
reward of Aer:t ) to Wit, That as Condemnation, is the reward 
of evikworks ; ſo Erernal Salvation, and conſequently Juſtification, 
is the reward.of good works. Now, Merit im a quallified fence, 
doth not import an abſolute defert, according to fivict Juſtice, as 
0n our part, but.a ſutableneſs, agreableneſs,or congruity according 
to theſe Scriptures, Mat. 3.$. Bring forth fruits worthy of repen- 
FAnce 
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_ tance, the Gre:k word is MER ſignifi@h. Aferirotious , 
oc Worthy, andthe ſame Greek word is uſed tn theſe other Scrip- 
tures, 1 T-heſ..2.: 12: Wak worthy of God, 2 The. 1. 5. That ye may 
be connted Worthy of the Kingdom of God. And thus R. Baxter 
fpeakerh of Aerir, in the Book above mention:tl 'Pape 90. ind 
larze ſence, faich he, As promiſe 2s an obligation, andthe thing pro- 
m:{ed is called debr, ſo the performers of the conditions are called 
W.r.hy, and their performance Merit , Though properly; it # all of 
Grace, and. not off debt. i cM. >. 
Moreover,whercas Auguſtine, Bernard and others of the Farhers, 
uſes the word' Zerit, in this qualified ſence, W.-M. -4nd his Bre- 
thren can give it the right hand, but where we uſeir ; notwith- 
_—_ we tell them the fimpliciry of our-meaning,”we muſt be 
upbraided with Popery. © WE. LIES 
Ir is here, obſerveable;-Howhe turns it t6-my reproach; Thar? 
ſeem to draw neer, inthe leaf,” to any of the moderate fore of Papiſts 5 
And yet as 10 chings herein Tlarged tim of aftmiry with them, 
he returneth no-ſolid anſwer, but ſayes,. -muſd #o6##e credited, 
Yea, he plainly,-not oncly drawes necr, but fully atknowledges his 
agreemen: wi.h hem, Saying, They holftme- things: cominon with 
the OrvSeddx fs © 8 066k 7 IF: 1h 319 i FO 
His third, and fourth Sefton, containeth not any thing of a ſolid! 
reply, to that which is wric from Page 36. to 44-0f my laſt, wh'ch 
the Reader by comparing them may ealily obſerve, He begins 
alledging, That Rom. 3.28. Gal. 2, 19: mit exclude all works, ten 
the Works of Chrijt 1n us 5 And that becauſe, the Apoſtle woke 
poſed; to exclude either evil oy good Works, not evil, therefxg pood'; 
And conſequently, the Works "sf Chriſt in us;But as Itold Iiimin my 
Iaſt, ſo ne Works'may'be good; materfally, which" proceeding not 
from the Spirit of God, but mans own Spirit, arotherefore ex-' 
cluded ; And: this'the- cafe of: {brahrts doth not anſwer,” who* 
though-a godlyamanfwas capableforietmes, ro have'done Works' 
from his own Spirit. © Jan wan 
I: is here obf-rveable, How he ſeeks to ſhift, that which I inforce 
npon him, from-Tie: 3: 5. Atledging, He mentioned'ir in oppoſition” 
10 Fujtification by Works; as the meritorio;seauſe hereof; Bui of this, 
there was not'ofie word*: Where he cites ih his Dialogue, Pag: 20. 
nor do:hhe anſwer any thing; for that which I infcr from this 
Scripture, ſhowing Page 37, of my laſt, ro whiich F jefer the _—_ 
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der, he having wholly omitted £ p44 by tliis Scripture, where the 
Apoſtle ſaves, According to his mercy he ſaved ui, by the waſhing of 
regeneration, the Apoſtle includes good works as to Juſtification ; 
now all this he ſhuffles over, as Inſulting Triumphing words ; And 
yet notwithſtanding, he himſelf inſults herc, as though he had 
found usguilty of Popery,though what we ſay in this matter, be no 
other then what is clearly aſſerted, by thcſe famous Proteſtants 
above mentioned; and more particularly by R. Baxter, in his Book 
atoreſaid, from Pap. 185. to the cnd, where he fayes, That we are 
7uſhfed by Warks, #z the ſame kind of cauſality as by Faith; Viz. as 
Cauſz line-quibns non, conditions, or quallifications of the new, Cove. 
zant, requiſite on our part, in order to Juſtification ; ſhowing, How 
the Apoſtle Pay, in the.places aboye mention;d, excludes-onely the 
Works of the Lawsfrom Jultification, and-never atall the Works 
ofthe Goſpel agthey are the-conditions ofthe new Covenant ; and 
cherehe refutes W. 21's, cxpoluion upon 1fa.2-12. As if our 7uſtifi- 
cation, were onely Juſtified by Work, 'or we-declared ?ujt by them be- 
fore men, Andiſceing W, 2. hath declared he hath ſogood an 
eſtecm of R; Baxter 1 refer him to read, how.he is refuted by him, 
as being to largeto be here inſerted. 7 TLROW 

Pag. 65. 66.\To, overturn that which is ſaid by me, concerning 
the Faith, -Knowledg, and:Qbedience of rhe Saints, Pag. 38. 39. of 
mine But his Impertinency willbe more then manifeſt, it the Reas 
der do but look unto the place, for I ſhew him how faith was not 
alwayes attended wich Joubting, by- the example of Abraham ; 
And#herefore his example of-the Light and the Air is fooliſh, tor 
faith ang'doubr, arc nor onely diſtin& but oppoſite, and not mixt as 
is the Arand Light ; and a little Gold may be pertect, and unmixcd 
with droſs, ſo may little faith be perfect in its meaſure withour 
doubting ; And though the knowledge and obedience of the-Saints, 
be not-ſuch as there can nothing be added unto, or anſwerable to 
the infinite Love of God, yet, thar'doth noyproye. them in what 
they are to be defined. + OE TERE 

His Anſwer, to that Scripture brought by me, 1 7oh. 3. g. He 
that's born of God ſinneth nat, is moſt Impious and Antichriſtian, as 
if the words imported onely, He maketh not 4 trade of. ſen1ning, tor 
accordingly he might argue, that. where-it is {aid,. Commit 20, 
Adultery, do not Steal, Murder, 8c. it is onely underitood, tha 
we ought not to make a trade of thelc fins, bur yet might practice 
them now and then. | j Page 
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Page 67. He addeth, Thar (asibe Proph:t Efa, 64. 6. faith} or 
#l our righteouſneſs which ts of thy workgrg #1 113, x5 as filthy rages ; jo 
»-ither as we ſay, allour righteeuſne(s, which we, even the beſt of 
Saints can perform, of and from themſelves, are as filthy rags, from 
thence infering ; That becauſe of this. general rerm-al,even the 
Rightcouſneſs of Chriſtin us , ought to be accounted as filthy rags, 
bur for this he bringeth no proof ; and as-the Prophet ſaith 41}, fa 
he ſaith Our, which-implyes4t to. be-diffecent from the Righteouſ- 
ne{5 of Chriſt : As he grocceds inthe ſame Page, beis highly con- 
fuſcd, firſt he ſayes, It ought net to make us aſhamed, that dur Righ- 
reouſneſs ( underſtanding that which Chriſt works in us' ) are. as filthy 
rags, and then he ſaith, T hat they are a ſfeetet Ornament to the Soul, 
making it, in Beauty to reſemble God : And, again, to.get ground he 
fayth, That as ſo, Imperfeition cleaver tothe. very Grace ef (God: 
bere,abſolute-blaſphemy;Canxhere be any thing more confuſed-and: 
contradictory then to fay, That which is:defiled, as filthyrags;# 
fecial Ornament $0.the Souk, or makes ut in; Beaut).to ro/ankl Gods 


{. In. Anfwer, to.:Pag. 40. 44.:Heireplies noththg, only; grants; 
That the Saints in bWeayen are cleanſed but not on elirtb, which ins! 
Read of reply,is a meer þegging the thing. in queſtion. Heclbſeyhup: 
this Scion to prove, The Righteouſneſs of the'Saints-i5 .defiled, 
with his ol4 inſtance, of clean water palling thorow::an uncleaw 
pipe, alledging it, By me- not -to-be-weakged, though I-do:ho:wayes 

anſwer what I fa:d againſt,it Page.41.. to Wit, T bat. Sppritudl Wa» 

ter, is not Jike. outward Water, which'an rinel: at; piperrcanalehite, 

but is like the Fire, and Light, which though it teuch ungkean things 
cannot be defiled, becauſe every thing of the Spirit is untlefilable as 

55 the Spirit ; And whereas he delircs-me, To 3nſtru& himof un ont< 

ward Water, which ts net capable of defilement, 1 refcr him.to.a more 

eiligentſtudy in his Phyficks, of which: it ſeemes he.is very igno- 

rant, and that he-may nothave reaſon to think this a ſhift, It him 

read the Eſfayes of the Virtuoſi in France ; And thoſe termed the 

Royal Society at London, and he will tind ſuch a thing both practi- 

cable and practiced. 

Hebcgins his fourth Sefton Pag. 70. with a groſs piece of diſ-in- 
genutty, in mentioning a part of my words, where I ſay, Juſtifica- 
tion is taken for making a man righteous, and then ir is all one 
with SanCtification, _ all.dging, / confeund [uſtif:6ation. 


and 
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; + 6b o ; y : (38) i on” . 
and San{tificationy whereas he omits the very forifier ſentence 
whercinl tay, Fuſtitication is alſo taken, as Gods Judging men un- 


ced, which-followeth-as before; And as for that excellent gloſs, 
which'he fayes, 4 certain on8 put on theſs words, it would appear 
the mere-fuch, ;that' it had ſone ſhadow of proof for it, it is with 
« fools conſequence that heccalleth-z This which I ſhew was deduce- 
able frotnhis words; my Inference, charging me with ir, as if I 
were, Impions and'abſnrd, to'wmmagin that God ſhould except one as 
Right cons i# iis: feeht _— Perſon remain abbored as an un- 
boly” frnner ; did Fever aflert ary ſuck thing,: or can there he any- 
thing more ridiculous, theri for hint to-dream-T imagine that ro be 
true, which Lreprove in hyn as falſe;abſurd and impious, in the like 
mamner he.conderhns me as impious, for in{inuateing, that they are 
agatnſt inward holineſs ſeeing as he ſayes, They profeſs rhar with- 
ext holineſs none can” fee Gvd, it-is true, they ſay ſo ſonierimes, 2nd 
therein often contradi& themſclyes, as is. above remarked, yet ſee= 
ing they look not upon it, as any wayes neceſſary to Juſtifications. 
3nd terms the b.it of is, but as filthy rags, th.ir ſeeming to plead 
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for it doth but bewray their ignorauce and:confulion : Now whete- 
as to prove that works ot the pure Spirit of God, are not all as fil- 
thy rags, I did inquire of him, 1f the Apoftles did (ig in writing 
the Scriptures ?. mm C2 7th | 
He Anſwers, Firſt, That it wr a ſingular extraordinary thing, 
and {0 ſuppoſeth they might have been ay Os d. 

Second'y, He deinands,” What were the hazard to aver, that they 
were wanting #nthat which they ought v0 have had ? 

As to the £5rft, it is but an-evaſion withonr proof, what ſingular 
and extraordinary thing is in fome of Paws Epiſtles, which arc 
concerning his outward occafions, and if the laft be admitted as 1 
Knd he fears, I find he will be forced-to do, it overturns his exams 
plz of clean water paſſing through an unclean pipe, or eiſehe mu 
acknowledg the Scriptures are dehled, -becauſezhicy com: through 
che Apoſtles, whom his Principles 6bligas him ro'bclicve, not 16, 
have been perfect. © OR EIU) wil 20 + 124k 
« In his Seventh Fead, Pag.-74i- He ſunmarily: paſſts/over, and 
that by large omiſſions, whar is contained in the 44,4.5,46,;a0d 47 
Pages of my laſt, which it the Reader do but review, he may caſily 
diſcover that filly ſhift which he-uferl ;' To wirthattemeans tobe 
thrifty of his Paper, in anſwering che Qujkens felfadvaticiny 
words, ſecing he 15 ſach a good manager gt his Paper,,hemighr 
have beſtowed ſome of that he has'lavithed, inthe large ECntal 
Titles of his many Heads and Setti0s, roſhow the-Impertinency 
or vanity of my words, ent! then be might have }been- the better 
credited, after he has omired my-anfwer, wherein I clear the Qug- 
bers from that ealuminy, of exalting themſelves , fiowingthey:do 
thcrein no more then all other proteffions have done, and dodd. 

. Headds, with a great exclamation, Oh, tis snrofferable Pride 
to villifie all the Saints and Servants of Godun the World, and toſhut 
them out from being of Chrijts ſtock { a ſtrange \inference,caccording 
to Which we muſt conclude, that becauſe. Luke: called-.T hapitus 
Keoite, or moſt good, that therefore therewas none. good butihe, 
IV. 2. will do well to £0 back to the-Grammer Schoole, and there 
learn the natures of degrees of Compariſon;'and when he:has in- 
itruRted himflf there, he may next look over his Lopicks, and there 
be will fd that ſajus G- 1minm,non variat fpeciem1.e.lels or more 
of a thing chang-th not its nature or kind ; 1 ſuppoſe he willnor 
deny but there are ſcyeral ſorts of Chriſtians, who though rhcy yr 
| £5 F 2 =o al 
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2] protels Ciriftianity, yet are more of lefs pure in their Dofrine 
Diſciplinz, or Pra&tice, 1s it not upon this ſcore, that the Calveniit 
bath ſeperated from the Lutheran, and the Preſbyrer from the Epiſe. 
copalian ;, Certainly W. 24. himſe)t lookt upon Independancy, a; 
more pure then Pyeſbyrery, whenhe ſepetated with the Congregati- 
oniſts at Aberdeen, and Communicated apart with.tnem ; and yet 
his practice now ſhoweth that hedoth;nor englude, even, E piſcopa- 
:y from Chriſts ſtock, though: his. /ndependant and-Preſbyreriar 
Brethren, do look npoa it, if not withinthe walls, at leaſt, in the 
Suburbs of Rome. Neither is this Clamuny againſt ys;s if we .truſt- 
ed.in our ſelves:that we were-Riglteous, and deſpiſed others, ( for 
fo he miſapplieth:the-parable, LZuk. 18, 9.) any ether then the ſame 
which thot. of Rome uſed againlt the tirit Reformers, to wit, they 
wcre Proud, and: Boaſters,.. as. # allzhe-\Vorld;had been in.darkneſs 
before them Or as if they were, Wiſer;then all th: DoRors, and. 
Fathers. of the Church, ſeeking. to. inovate the; order thereof, 
which had been confirmed, by the Unanimous conſent of ſo many 
Generations. - _ © tf 0] : ; 
Tt.is. obſervable, How: here, as in other places, lie 1s ſo ready to. 
lay claim-to the.-Proteſtant Churches, alledging, That in diſdarn 
T cull them-their flocks, which is utterly fals, I ſpeak of their.tiocks. 
as inferiour to.the People called Quakers; in. point of mortitica-. 
tion} But that I intended thereby. the-Proteſtant- Church2s, is but 
his groundlefs: conjeQure z-I. Jet him: underſtand-I look not upon 
their Aocks as deſerving the: name 6f Proteſtants, and that-becauſe 
of their ſhameleſs degenerating: from. ſuch as.were firſt ſo called, .. 
among whom as I freely confeſs, there were ſeveral ofa heavenly, 
and ſpiritual converſation. ;- So-F look npon WE 24. and his Bre- 
threns laying claimunto them, -but as th- Fewes, boaſting of Abra- 
pam as their Father. Afcer thz-fame diſingenious manner.he cory 
cludes, .T-hat the Perſons he ſpoke of #n bs: Dialouge, as. having ſuch 
notable Enjoyments of, and Communion with God, were from, Qua- 
kerifm, 8c. But anſwers not a word. of Page 46. of mine, where I 
ſhcw, that thoſe Profeſſors agreed with us, in many of theſe things 
wherein, W. 2£ And his Brethren oppeſe us, but particularly, in 
the matter of the Spirits immediate teaching, it is then likly they 
would have been far from us, cſpecially conlid-ring, that ſeveral 
who. have rcccived and owned the Quakers Teſtimony. at Aber- 
deen are ſuch wha w.re the moſt -Intimate Friends,even in 5 _ 
Atters 
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Matters with theſe Profetf.rs, LF... 1. 24. and ſome other of 
his Brethren, who walked alſo among them that are not come to 
own the Qaukers, are degenzratcd and gone back unto rhat which 
all of them acknowledged to be An:ichriſtian ; for which their 
Stoſs backiliding and degenerating, ( to uſe rightly his own miſa- 
plied inſtance). it is without doubr theſe Proteffors, would have 
tjookt-upon him and his Brethren as Monſtrous, and abhored their 
rreach:rous, Time-ſerving, Furnings with the greateſt detclta- 
Lion: oe | 

Head 8. Page 77: He avers us to be guilty of equiyotating, and 
that becauſe we ſay wcarc for Baptifm, and yet are againſt Bap- 
em with watcr ; The reaſon alledged-is, becauſe Baptiſm, is com- 
monly underſtood of Baptiſm with water, and ther<fore to under- 
ſtand it 0:herwayes, he concluds, 1s to ſpeak 1.es in-hipocrilie, &c. 


"Bat this conclulion, is found<d-upon a ſuppoſition denyed by us; 


and therefore it is -mecr begging of the thing in queſtion;forlmce 
we deny that commen, becauſe corrupt, acceptation of the-word 
Baptiſm and gives 'it the true one (* as 1n'its-place ſhall be ſhown ) 
therefore we are not obliged to put anastier meaning upon it, then 
we are perſwaded it ought. ro:be- underſtood ;. Bur this calumny 
againſt us, as equiyocaters or liars,;W. 2. hath alſo bhorrowe& 
from. the Papiſt,who uſed to upbraid:theProteſtans, for ſayingthey 
were for, or of ihe Catholick Church, becauſe the Papiſt witl have 
the Church of Rome on'y to-be the Catholick Church, but thi: Pro=. 
tcſtants denied her ro be-ſo, and therefore would nor call her ſo, 
even as we deny the- ſprinkling with. water to be Baptiſm, and 
therefoce will not account ic that whiiclrir is not, but reſ-rve the 
name ; to thar which truly is the-thing,according to the Scriptures. 

The like may be ſaid of the Lords Supper, Im:anthai which is 
fo called. | 

Head 9. Pag. 78. Becauſe he can prodice” nothing againſtmy 
conceition of {inzing of Pſalms, he ſuſpetsI mean nor honeltly; 
and that becauſe none of his ſpies whom he ſends ro our Meetings, 
have had occaſion-to b: witneſſes ro. our praQtice in this thing; 
which ſayes jaſt noching: Way might not, W.21. hs inte!izencers 
fail him in this as well as his brothers David Lial did, in teiling 
him, That there w.ts not one word fpoken among the Quakers at their 
Alcetingthe 3 of the 11 Month 1670. Which though a manifeit un- 
::4;h 1n matter of 5a, he ſpared not to bring forthin his _ 
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of yerity,upbraiding the Magiſtrats as if God had miraculouſly ſcnr 
an Officer, tv ſtop or Impede our Worlh'p,though they had refuſed 
ro do it. The ſtory of I. Natlor, which he ſubjoynes, any may obſer- 
ve to be meeriy brought in to rend.r us odious, and fill up the pa- 
per, though ind.ed it tends no wayes to, our diſadvantage, he bein 
in that thing, and at that time, 'alltogether denied by ns, and ha:h 
ſince in print freely acknowledged his fall in that hour of Tempta- 
rion,of whoſe ſincere Repentance,and true return to the fellowthip 
of the Truth, we have had many cvidcnt tokens, whereas were we 
to xetort, We could find a thouſand to one among your Church 
members, many whereof are daily knit up for Thieving, Murder, 
cc. and ſome Ss for Wichcratt, without the leaſt ſence of true 
Repentance. 

For to vindicate their manner of finging with a mixt Multitude, 
he allgdgeth, That all men, yea all the Earth are called to praiſe God ;; 
and. though all be called ro do ſo, yet there are things abſolutly 
needful -previqus to this duty, and granting their want of prailing 
to be ſintul, yet the way to prevent this evil is to come firſt to that, 
wh-rcin they may be ina capacity todo it. acceptably, therefore 
ſaith the Apaſtle, 1 will frig with the ſpirit, and 1 will ſing with the 
w1nderſtanding alſo, 1 Cor. 1.4 15, Where he ſpeaks of linging he al- 
wayes ſubjoynes the initrument, wherewith it is altogerher need- 
ful that we tac it, and that the ſame may be urged in the caſe of 
Praying without any abſurdity, in its place ſhall be ſhown; He 
ſayes,1t i 0 more 4 lie to uſe words in ſinging which ſute not our coi 
dition, ſuch as ( I water my' Couch with tears ; My heart is not 
hayughty ) th:-z to read them; but there is a great ditterence betwixt 
:eading and (inging, in reading we but relate the conditions and 
actions of others, as wholly diltin& and extrinfick trom our ſelves, 
but in ſinging we do really adreſs our ſelves to God as in Prayer, 
and i is no leſs a lie.to ſing to God words that {ute not our condi- 
tion then to pray With them, The Saints in Scripture uſed ſuch ex- 
pre{ſions as did ſute the preſent poſture of their hearts, in their 
Spiritual Songs. See, Luk. 1.46. and 2. 29. hc {hall not find me in 
the whole B:ble, where they borrowed or ſealed the expreſſions 
of others exp-rience, which no wayes ſuted their own condition, 
this 1s a meer human: invention which has its original from the Ro- 
511jh Veſpers and Mattins, and trom no other foundation. 

{tead, 10, Concerning Baptiſm, Page $1, He alledgeth, T hat 
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Tobn dijt iagiſh.th a9t the Matter of ht Baptiſt from Chriſt, but 6124 
ly his wirk,; bur his proot. for this overthrowes himſelf, for ſince, 
a5 h: ſayes truly, Joh could onely adminiſter Baptiſm with water, 
br: Chriſt with th: Spirit ; this ſheweth th:m to have differed in the 
ma:ter, far withour doubt 7obn could adminiſter rhe matrer of his 
own Baptiim, and whereas I told him they differcd in the end be- 
cauſe rhe 0n2 poinred to the other, cven as the ſhadow pointed to 
the ſubſtance, in ſtead of replying 'to this, he rells me, That t-c 
Scriptnre ſpeaking of Fohis Baptiſm, calls it the Bap'1f1n of Reper- 
tance, tnttmating ns end was to ſtgnifie and Seal remiſfion of lins, 
which Fkewiſe 1s th- cnd of Chriſts Baptiſm ;, As this no-wayes 
anſwers my argument, ſo ir makes nothing to the purpoſe, for it 
is one thing to ſignihe Repentance, and remiſſion ot. fins, and fat 
anoth<r to know, and poſte(s it, which is the end and conſtant fruit 
of Chriſts Biptifm, Gal, 3.17. As many of you (ſaich the Apoſtle) 
a4 have bee baptized unto Chriſt, have put on Chriſt : And therefore 
it may be obſerved, that without any proof he concludes, that Johns 
Baptiſm and Chrilts agree both inthe matter and'end.o 

Pag. $2. As areply to Act. 19,2 cited by me to-ſhow that they 
dittered in ſubſtance, he (ayeth,. The #ttaning is not that they were 
1gn0rant of the Perfon of the holy Gho?,. contrary to. the very expreſs 
Scripture words, We have not ſo much: as heard if there be any holy 
ghoſt. He ſaith furthzr, Fhat the Apoitles did nor anew baptiz* ſuch 
Perſons, that had'been baptized with the Baptiſm of John, in dirc& 
cofirrad'&tion to the Seripture: words, ver. 5. Whe? they heard thi, 
they were bap:tiz.*d i the name of the Loyd Feſus, And when Paul 
had lata his hands upon them, the holy Ghoſt came upon them, now 
vers 3. ſheweth , T hat they were baptized unto Joh#s Baptiſm be- 
_— ſo let him clear himſelf here of givins-the Scripture the lic if 
Ac can DO#25F) | | 

SetHon, 2. Pag.83. To prove the perpetitity of water Baptiſm. he 
| begins wich tha: otten an\wered argument of the Apoſtles practice, 
adding, That though) Chyitt, YMat.28. dorh ot mention Baptiſm with 
wat er, {o neither with the'S prrir, alledgins, That thus the one Way be 
excluded 5 well as the other. atids | 

Anſw. Seeing Chriſt commanded them'to baptize, it cannot be 
denied bit it was wich his own Baptiſm, which is that of the Spi- 
rit ; He adds, Thar if Bap:iſm of the Spirit were intended, it would 
enfer a needleſs Tamology mn the command of Chrit, nz being all wy 
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42 
with theſe words » . Go Teach. y mY 

 Anſw. Teaching, and making men holy and Righteous, are 
dificrent things, for he will grant that he and his Brethren haye 
been teaching People, thele ſeveral years, and yet he will have 
much adoe to prove all their Church-members are really made 
Rightcous and Holy, why then doth he account theſe two one, 
reckoning it a Tautology toexprels then ſeverally ; A little after 
he inſinuates, and that moſt falfly, that I'deny Peters commanding 
Cornelius to be baptized , concealing my expreſs words , Page 
50. Which are theſe, And though it be ſaid, ver. 28. that he com- 
manded them to-be baptized inthe name of Chriſt, yet it holds 
forth no command from Chriſt, onely the thing being agreed upon 
that it might be done, he bid do ir, this he hath left un-anſwered ; 
And whereas he adds, That doing things in the name of Chriſt is as 
much as his command, he bringeth no proof for giving, but nor 
granting, it did hod ſo, Xar. 18. 20.1nthe caſe of meeting, that 
will not prove it is allways ſo taken. To evi my objeRtion,againſt 
any determinate Commullton the Apoſtles had of Baptizing wi. h 
water, becauſe Paul ſaid; he was not ſent to Baptize but to Preach, 
he returns, That if he had no Commiſſion, he would have Baptized 
none, but he Baptized ſome, which would have been of ſelf-will. 

Anſw. He might obje the ſame as to Circumciſion, that be- 
cauſe the Apoſtle Circumciſed 15mothy, therefore he had a Com- 
miſſion for 1t,h. world not have done it of ſelf-will ; His inference 
from, Hof. 6. 6. Foy I deſire meycy and not ſacrifice, as if from 
thence, Paul were ſent principally to Baptize and not to Preach, as 
God there required onely principally Mercy, not excluding Sacri- 
hce, is molt ridiculous and 2x05 298 fue 5 nor is there any reaſon 
produced ro ſhow the party, the Apoliles were Commiſſioned to 
Baptize as principally as to Preach, go Preach and Baprize are knit 
together ; but the queſtion is, Whether this be a Baptiſm with wa- 
tcr which temains yet unproven? And thercfore his additions to 
the Scripture is no wayes Juſtificd, as if Paul had becn ſent to Bap- 
tize With watcr, but not principally. : 

Pag. 86. He undertak«th to prove that, at. 28. 19. is meant of 
water-Baptiſm and not of rhe Spirits-Baptiim, the rcaſon all:dged 
there, Becauſe the Baptiſm there mentioned 15 the att ion of the 
Apojiles, and tha: to Baprize with the Spirit 1s peculiar to Chriſt ,add- 
ing, Tit it would be a confeanding of the Dit y commanded , with the 
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Promiſe of the blejſing annexca to : . from thence he corTudes;That 
Baptiſm with water 1s to continue to the end of the world. 

Anſw. The reaſons prove nothing, and might militate.the fame 
way - againſt Teaching, which is alſo there commanded as the 
ation of the -Apoſtlcs, and though it be pecuilar to Chriſt to reach 
Þj-the Spirit, that did not hinder them to do it ; further, the very 
Apoſtles by laying on of hands did adminiſter the holy Spirit, and 
ſo Baptize with the Spirit, Ac. 10. 44- 19. 6. fndthis is ro con- 
Founding of the Promiſe with the duty, forcherein was the Promiſe 
and Bleſſing fullfiled that thy did it efeRvally, and therefore frc m 
hence he had no ground to conclude the perpetuity of water-Bap- 
tiſm ; Moreover whereas he cited inhis Dialogue, Pag. 39. AF. 2. 
28. 1 Pet. 3. 21. AF. 22 16. Fph. 5.26. Gal. 3.27. as holding 
forth the excellcnt nſes of water-Bapriſm, though I ſhew him Pag. 
5. of mine, that theſe Scriptures are onely aplicable to Bapriim 
with the Spirit and not to a with water : When Pag. 87. 

. he comes to my againe, he offers not in the leaſt to un chat 
they are aplicable ro Baptiſm with water, which is the thing in 
Queſtion ; bur tells me, Thar thoſe Scriptures ſtrike againſt rhe Pop- 
5 opus operatun, quid inde ? what then, doth it theiefore follow 

at they are aplicable to ſprinkling with water, who is ſo blind as 
not to ſce through ſuch lilly ſubterfugies ? He addeth,Thar 1 proceed 

#pon a wrong ſuppoſition, as if they thought Baptiſm with water were 
of it ſelf effettualito cleanſe the Soul. | 

Anſw. 1 never proceeded upon ſuch a ſuppoſition, that which 

proceed upon is this, That they ſhould call or account ſprinkling 
with water, the Baptiſm of Chriſt, whereas the Scripture declares 
xr not to-be ſo, 2 Pet. 3. 21. Baptiſm 1s z0t the putting away the filth 
of the fleſh, &c. And allo aſcribe ſuch Scriptures to ſprinkling with 
water, as are onely applicable to the Baptiſm of the Spirit, now this 

as is ſaid above, - hath left unanſwered, bs 

Pag. 88. He ſaith, That the one Baptiſm ſpoken of , Eph. 4. 5. can- 

not be called the ſubſtance, and mbar, je we nn be- 
cauſe they are-the ſame thing. but this is pittifully to beg the thing 

in queſtion: And thus W. Aſs. Arguments about Paptifm runs 
round ; Baptiſm with water is the one Raptiſm, becauſe the one 

Baptiſm is commanded by Chriſt, and the one Baptiſm is Baptiſm 

with watcr, becauſe Baptiſm with water is commanded by Chriſt ; 
he whoily paſlcs by that pare of Page 52, of mire, wherel ſhew 
G how 
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how abſurd and anteſcriptural t/ manner of baptizing 1s, ard 
thercby he comes the more caily to his concluſion in this matter. 

Head, 11. Concerning the Supper, Pag, 88. 89. He Fegin- con- 
tcliing,T hat Chriſts inſtituting of the Supper doth not prove its Cont ;- 
9uance, and here he carps at my ſpeaking of it with this addition, 
( The Lords Supper ſo called ) asking, Why I give 1t not that name 
the Scripture gives it. 

Anſw. It 15 to be obſcrved, that where I ſpeak of it thus, Page 
52. of my laſt, that it is in my entry upon this matter, addreſſing. 
my ſelf ro him, my words are, Thou comeſt to-prove that the 
Lords Supper, ſo call:d, &c. where I intended not that which was 
Inſtituted by Chriſt, and had its ſeaſon in the Church, but that 
which they call ſo, but really is not ſo, though thcy ſeck from this 
to draw a Wa: rant for it ; and whereas I ſh:w him that by break- 
ing of bread, AF. 2. 42, is meant their ordioary eating , His An- 
{wer is, That their eating # not ordinary, but Scramental ; and the 
Text ſpeaketh not of daily eating, but a continuing da q #2 the Tem- 
ple, and that the Syriack expoſition expounds it of the Euchariſt, but 


« is in vain, he thinks by his Tmaginations to overturn the plain- 
words of Scriprure, AF. 2.46. And they eater daily inthe Tem-- 


ple with one accord, and breaking bread from hou{e-to houſe, did cat 


rheir meat with gladneſs and ſingleneſs of. heart, canthere be any. 
Snking of. bread here was their. 
ordinary eating, and as for his talk of Sacramental eating, where- 


thing more plain, then that rlieir 


doth he'read of ſuch a phraſe in all the Bible ? It.is i argued to 
ſay, I am. ignorant of the way of ſome Proteſtane Churches, who 
uſes breaking of bread oneea fortnight, or once a.month, becauſe I 
ſay, their doing of it once or twice a year 1s no: according te the 
cxample of ſuch as of old uſed it. Pap. go. He adds, That though 
this eating, AR. 2. 46. be conjoyned with this, that they: ſould their 
poſſeſſions, 8c. yet we are to follow them in the one and not in the other, 
becauſe the one was to continue and not the other, but for this he 
bringeth no-proof ſaye his own bare aftertion. Atter the like-man- 


ner, Pag. 91. He ſayeth, That though abſtaining from blood and. 


things ſtrangled be: commanded, yet the Apoſils Paul: repeats it ex- 
rending Chriftian Liberty, to whatſoever 1 ſould in the ſhambles ; 
but according to this fie might argue, Thatthough abſtaining from 
Circumciſſion be there commanded, yet Pauls Circumciling of Ti- 
ety might now warrant. ; And whereas he askcth, 1f Paul _ 
CMUINCT/? 
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exniciſed any other, what if he had nor, Church hiſtory tells us that 
many yearcs after ſeyeral B:ſhops of Jeruſalem were Circum:iled, 
it will not therefore follow that was a repealing of the Apoſtles de- 
termination by the holy Ghoſt, or that we ſhould continue in the 
uſe of Circumciſſion. He addeth, That Waſhing of one anothers fees 
which was expreſly commanded, was not that we might prattice it, 
but only to teach us humility; for this he adds no proof, it is onely 
his own conje&ure ; upon all which I deſire the Reader to obſerye, 
how W. 4. can find ſhifts to evi thoſe aboye-ſaid which are ex- 
prelly commanded by Chriſt and his Apoſtles, and yet make ſuch z 
great noiſe of our forb.a' ing water-Baptiſm and the external Sup- 
per, which are not more particularly preſſcd ; as alfo how we can 
{ay far more againſt the perpetuity of theſe laſt, then they againſt 
the former, and yet they clamor againſt us, as if ſo much as to call 
the conſtant uſe of them in queſtion, were to deſpiſe the Ordinances 
of Chriſt, cc, He asketh, What clearer command there can be ther: 


_ theſe words, let a man examin himſelf and ſo let him eat ? But this 


queſtion does not at all prove theſe words to imply a command : 
His folly is obſerveable, Pag. 92. Where he deſires, It 1114p be obſer - 
ved, That the Corimthians were to be often in the uſe of it, becauſe it 
is ſaid, As often as ye eat, &c. a rarc argument indeed, by whictt 
he might conclude, that to ſay as often as a man fins he off-nds 
God, did import we ſhould fin often. kh 
It is badly inferred, That this thing ought to continue by Di- 
vine Authority, becauſe the Apoſtle ſayes, 1 Cor. 11, 23. That 
which-1 received of the Lord, have I delivered umto you, ſceing the 
very following words declare it, to haye becn the account of rhe 
matter of fa& which he ſo received. | 
See. 1. Pag. 93. He ſlimly paſſes what is contained, Pap, 5.4, 
of mine, alledging, 7 let off my great Guns, but make a noiſe withous 
any ſpoyt. The Read.z by comparing theſe Pages togethe:, will 
eaſily obſerve his lurking 1n this particular, 
To my Queſtion, What the one bread is ſpoken of, 1 Coy. 10. 
15,16. If itbe the outward or the inward ? | 
He Anſwers, It « boththe inward andthe outward, and yet but 
one, in reſpett of the Sacramental Vnion, which us between the ſign 
and the thing P rcngs ; Now to this I anſwered, in the cnd of Pag. 
54. of my Jaft, chat it cannot be called one, becauſe of the agree- 
ment berwixt the lignz and the thing fignificd, clfe by the ſame In- 
CU 2 ference 


4, 
ference one might plead for the continuance of all the Sacrifices 
and Offerings, and ſay they a: e all one with the one Offering men- 
tioned, Heb. 10. 14. becauſe they lignified that 0nz Offering ; And 
whereas, W, /A. reckons this a pittitul evation,ſaying, Any one HAY 
ſee a Non ſequitur iz 5r, it would have become bm better to have 
proved this by reaſon, then by his owne bare aſſertion, though any 


may obſerve this to t e his conſtant courſe when other Arguments 


fail him. As he proceeds to prove th: con:inaance of this practice, 
he ſayes, It cannot be denied there was once a command for it, and 
there is no repeal of it, but the ſame recurs in waſhing one-anothe,s 
feet and anointing the ſick with Oy], 7am. 5. 14 which were as ex- 
preſſly commanded and never 1epealed, and yerVW. 2. can ecafily 
tind a gloſs toevict theſe, reci.oning ic a ſmall matter to. forbear 
them, he addeth, That coming of Chriſt, till which, the. Apoſtles were 
injoyned to be in the uſe of the outward Supper ; mujt be meant of hs 
outward comming ſo many years after, becauſe ſuch ro whom Chri} 
was come in the Spirit were found in. the. practice of: it ;, but this 
proves no more its continuance, neceſſitate Precepti, as he wordeth 
it, then the Circumciſing and being Circumciſed under the Goſpe), 
will prove Circumciſſion to b: binding upon us :-Fe.concludes ſay- 
ing, That ſurely we are great enemies to our Souls tha oppoſe this 
Ordinance ;,But anſwererh not one word'ot Page 56. where I ſhew 
how great reaſon we have to forſake it, as alſo the many abuſes 
where with they have corrupted it ; it ſuffiſcth him ro ſay, That ie 
i meeter to paſs it by then to reply unto it, for part. of it bing 
about the quallifications of Perſons, W. 24. is loth to tell his Judg- 


ment, leaſt he ſhould wy upon the old [ndependant _—y :. 


it is dangerous to touch this ſtring, eſpecially while he injoyes his 
hire-under the ſhadow of Epiſcopacy. 

Head, 1.2. Conc*rning the Miniſtry, Pag. 96. He hath nothing 
to ſay againſt my affirming, that the Quakers own the Miniſtry of 
the Word : Pag. 97. ſpeaking of Eph. 4. 11. wh.re Paul ſaith, 
Chriſt gave ſome Prophets, ſome Evangeliſts, ſome Paſtors and 
Teachers ; He ſaith, The firſt three are Extraordinary and-Tempory, 
the lat rwo Ordinary and Perpetual, for this he brings no Proof at 
all, but that frequent Argument, his own bare Afſertion ; And 
whercas I tould him, Pag. 58. of mine, That the former three were 
not ceaſ.d, citing for Proof Calvin, who, 1nſt.!ib. 4. cap 5. avers,, 
Lhat in k's day God raiſed up Apoſtels, and Eyangeliſes; to oy he 

OY anl wers. 
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2nſwers not one word : As he goes on he repeats my words, where 
I ay, That though we own the Miniſtry not to be common, yet 
that doih not hinder but that any may ſpeak, as the Saints are met 
together, according to 1 Cor. 14. 31. asking, How I can m ake 
out that ? In that place s meant an ordinary Office, though it might 
fuſhee for anſwer, to ask what reaſon W. M. hath to frame here 

his di:tintion of O:dinary and Extraordinary, yet it is obvious, 
that the Ayoſtle is here preſeating the ordinary order of the 

Church, he n:eded not preſent aa order to extraordinary Offices, 

for iuch as are extraordinarily ſent, are-alſo- inſtructed how to go 

ab ;ut their Oihce, and not limited to ſer Rules, eiſe it were nf 
extraordinary. P.zg. 98. He goeth about to prove this diſtintion 
o: Mcdiate and I'nmediate asking, If t2e Prophets aud Apoſtles, were 
Xt called imcdiatly ? And if Timothie was not ſer apart 10 the work, 
( smediatly ) by the laying on of the hands of the: Preſbytery ? What 

chen ? as th: Apoſtles being callcd by the Lord did not hinder them 

from receiving the approbation and Teſtimony of the Brethren, 

y.a laying on of hands, as did Paul, who without doubt was as 

1un<dia:ly ſen: as any of the reſt, AF. g. 17. So Trmothes having 

th hands of the Preſvyrery laid on him, doth not prove he wanted 

an inward imediate cal} in himſ lf; it is withoutany proof atall 
what he ſubjoynes, Thar Paul ſaying he was an Apoſtle, not by 

man,doth oppoſe himſelf to Ordinary Miniſters ; He-adds,That ſee- 

ing 1 ſay, That thoſe who come — the Goſpel, not in ſpeach 

onely, but alſo in Power, and in the holy Ghoſt, and in the evidence and- 
demonſtration of the Spirit, give (| ffciens proof that they are called 
of God , he thinks I ſhould have: favorable thoughts ot Proteſtanr 
Miaiſters, who have given ſuch-proofs of their Call. 

Anjw. He ſhould have. tould me what the'e Proteſtant Miniſters 
are, whom he ſayes we: impiouſly cenſure, or by what Rale he or 
his Bre:hren, would be laying ſuch claim-to beProteſtant Mini- 
Kers, ſo as to exclude the- Quakers from-being ſuch. 

Pag. 99g. Though hequarre} m- for ſaying, that with Papiſts he 
pleads for Miracles, he-is-ſo-far from vindicating himfelf from this 
charge, that he: giveth again: n2w ground for it, ſaying, Thar ſuch 
45 aſſert an imedte call, ought to-give tokens of it by Miracl:s, &c. 
adding; That thozgh John did no Miracles, yer bis call ws attended 
with extraordinary things at his Conception and Birth; Now this 
was the very ob;ection, which the Papiſts made againſt the firſt 
Retormers 
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Retormers; to'whom Luther and Calvin replyed, That though the$ 
had an imediate call, ,yut there was no need of Miracles, and this 
objection of IV. 7. is no other then that which almoſt i2 toridem 
v.irbis, 10 as Many words was objectcd to Beza, at the conference 
of Poizy in France, by Claudins Diſpenſu# DoRor of the.Satbone, 
who urged this very Argument, of john the Bapti/t, confirming his 
call by the I cſtimony of Malachy, &c. Alledging, That they:oughr 
to confirm there call by Miracles ; to whom theſe .are Beza, his 
expreis words, Fijt. Eccleſ. of France, Pag.'s 81. And.as to what 
af pence, thou Alledge, that extraordinary Vocation:ts allways aprov- 
wu Meracles, or by the Teſtimony of the Prophets, 1 deny that it is 
wayes ſo verificd, but if we muſt come:to Miracles, do you rot think, 
that the changing of the Life, the fruit which u ſeen to proceed from 
this Doitrine in our time by Perſons ſo-contemprable, and ſo much pry- 
ſecuted by the greatneſt of the world, are not ſufficient Miracles, as 
ſaid the Apoitle 80 the Corinthians, that they were the Seals of his 
Apoſileſhip : $0 the rational Reader may obſerve, that notwith- 
ſtanding of. 25s. ſo oftun laying claim. to the Proteſtant Church- 
es, ani{ Proteſtant.Miniſtry, and crying out againſt us as oppoſcrs 
_ of then, ;he-ſo diretly makes ule of Popiſh arguments againſt us 
and how-we defend ourſelves, by no other but the very fame an- 
ſwers the Proteſtants gave unco the Papilts ; ya of late, W. Retr: 
preſent Preacher of Dandy, in his Book againſt Papiſts, printed bur 
the laſt ycar.at Aberdeen, doth plead, That Miracles are not need- 
Ful, inſtancing, that John the Baptiſt did none; And ſo W. 2. 
though he compare us to the Feſuztes in his Epiltle,is ſo far one with 
them himſelf, that if his evalion may be eſteemed of worth, where- 
by he ſeeks-to overturn this example of eh when brought by us, 
he will rather furniſh the Feſazres with xt to fight againſt his Broth.r 
W. Rett, or rather borrow « out of their atillcry, whereby they 
fight againſt Proteſtants,then,miſs to haye a hit at the Quakers, may 
we not truely apply the inſtance in his Epiſtle to himſelf, that he is 
ſailing in one boat with Papiſts, though his face ſcems to look 

averſe from them. - ts 
Pag. 100. He faith, Whatever inward call the Elders mentioned 
Tit. 1. 5- ARt;14- 23:had,yet they had not an imediate call, which # by 
. the imediate command and voyce:of God without the intervention of 
enc7;, but for this he adds no proof at all ; nor is there-any Incon- 
. ſiſtancy b.twixt being imediat]y called by command from God, and 
aſtcrwards 
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2frerwards b:ing aproved of men, or that b.ing aproved and fet 
apart by man excludes having an imdiate call from God. 

Set. 1. Pag. 107. He fayes, That Eph. 4.13. is a pregnant 
and pertincnt proof for the continuance of the AMumſtty, which I ne- 
ver denied , But this doth not anſwer my ſaying, that it is imperti- 
ent as to them who. deny perfection, foie that place ſaycs, the 
Miniſtry is-for the perfeRing of the Saints ; now to this he anſw.rs 
nothing, bur that it cannot be garhered that this perfeRion is on 
Earth, which is but his own affertion, yea by him'elf there aftcr 
overthrown, ſaying, That rhe Miniſtry is given that we may preſs 
after an abſolute full Perfection even of degrees ; for itis folly to 
preſs after this if there be no hopes of attaining it : He who)ly pal- 
ſes by my objections againſt their Miniſtry, Pag. 59. eſpccially, in 
that they make not the Grace of God, a neceſſary quilltfication to 
the effe or being of a . Preacher, without ſos much as making 
any m.ntion of it, where Talſo ſhow, kow contrary it is tO the or- 
der delivercd by the Apoſtles in Scripture ; Therefore his conclu- 
ion is falſe, to ſay we caſt off fuch a Miniſtry, feeing he was not 
able to prove theirs to be ſuch, elſe he would not have wholy paſt. 
in ſilence, my reaſons ſhewing it not to be ſo, - 

His Thirteenth Head, Pag. 102. Is concerning the Sabbath or 
firſt day of the weeks being ſo, as to which I deſire the Reader fiilt 
to take nqtice,that as we believe the Apoſtles and primitive Chriſti- 
ans did meer this day to worſhip God, ſo we as following their ex; 
ample do-the like, and forbear working, or uſeing our-lawful 'occa- 
Hons upon that day as miich as our Adycrſaries ; fo that the de- 
bate is onely, whether there be any inherent Holineſs in this Day 
more then in another, or if there be any poſitive comm:nd for it 
from Scripture ? Particularly, if the fourth command bind us to 
the obſervation of it ? And h:re W. 2: notwith-ſtanding of bis 
= pr-tences to the Proteſtant Churches, doth wholly diſagree 

rom them in this'thing, who are-of our mind as to it; the gene- 
rality of all the Proteſtants both in Germany, ' France, and. elſ ' 
where out of this Fland; do look upon the ſuppoſed morrallity of 
the firſt day off the- week as: altogether ridiculous, which may be 
feen in-Calvin. uporr the fonrth command; 'Lb. inſt. 2. cap. 8. SeZZ. 
34. wliere he explains the fignification of it as-we do, // iz: Typifi- 
ing a Spkitual Reſt, wherein leaving our own works the Spirit of 
God may work inus ; be there rcfats W, fs. notion as a Jewiſh 
02 ; Opinion, 


(50) 
Opinion, ſaying, Some falſe Dottors bave abuſed ignor41t Peaple 
wth it, adding as we do, That the Apoſtle Pau] reproves ſuch, ſu- 
peritirions, likewiſe he pla'n'y aflerts, Thar the keeping of the firit 
day ts onely for conventency, and to preſerve order in the Church, that 
the Saints might bave a fit time ſet apart to meet together to Worſhip ; 
which we allo = hence doth appear the folly ot that impertinent 
ſtory mentioned by h:m, Pag. 1 os. ſecking to infer, That we agree 
with Papiſt, in takeing away the fourth Command as they have done 
the ſecond, for by this he might conclude the firſt and chiefeſt Re- 
formers guilty of Popery, whereas himſelf agrees with papiſts 
both againſt the Proteſtants abroad, 8 us,inpleading for this imag- 
nary holineſs of the hirſt day of the week, which 1a his Dialogue 
he ſought to prove becauſe Chriſt did riſe upon it ; but tomy an- 
ſwer ſhowing he might from thence infer the ret of the Popiſh 
Holydaies, of His Birth, Aſcention, Conception, &<c, he rcplies not 
one word, he ſummarly pafles.over whatis ſaid by me concerning 
this thing, Page. 59, 60, 61, and 62, which the Reader by looking 
unto may obſerve ; He aledgeth, The fourth command ſpeaketh not 
preciſly of the Seventh.day, 4norder from the Creation, and that the 
beginning and ending df it, mentions the Sabbath day and not the Se- 
wenth,quid inde? &c, What then?is not the middle of the command 
as obſervable? which ſaith expreſſly ,But the Seventh day t the Sab- 
bath ef che Lord, there God himſelf cxpounds the Sabbath to be the 
Seventh.day,, and WV. 24. muſt not think we will reject this expo- 
ſition to accepr:of his proofleſs gloſſcs;My argument drawn from 
Coll. 2. 16, 17. Let noanan judge you tn reſpctt of a holy day or Sab- 
bath dayes, and Rom. 14. 6. which .ſheweth all dayes to be alike and 
G4. 4 10, 11.Te obſerve dayes, and Months, times, and years ; He 
anſwereth, aledging, Theſe reprove not morral dayes, but ceremo- 
mal, adding, That the fourth command binds to this, and therefore 
it carmot be more abrogate then any of the reſt of the ten commands 
but this is no proof at all, onely a meer begging the queſtion, He 
Jhould have more convincingly proved that th? fourth-command 
binds to the obſervation of this day ; Now the Apoſtle in theſe 
places fayeth not, I am afraid of you becauſe ye obſerve ceremonial 
dayes : W. 2. hath no bottom for this diſtinction, he confefſerh that 
Chriſt, Mar. 24. 20. ſpeaketh nothing of the firſt day of the week, 
and therefore overthrowes the inference he makes in his Dialogue 


from it, and what I further add to ſhow the folly of this ray ow 
om 
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from the Scripture ; He hath Cy omited which the Reader may 
fec, Pag.59,60.-0t my [aſt, 

Peg. 106, He ſayes, Ol! the conſcientious keeping of the Sabbath 
& a com rtavle eviderice of thoſe that ſhall be admitted to this Reſt, 
viz. the ret of the Lainb. But feeing theſe words are without any 
proof, they are only like to have credit with ſuch lilly ſuperſtitious 
Bigots, as Calvir.1n the place avove mcntioned reproves, and not 
with any folid ſerions Chriſtians. 

Setb. 2. Pag. 107, To prove, that the fiiit day of the week is ſet 
apart for the ſervice of God, by Divine Authority, heciteth, Rev. 
1.10. 1 was inthe Spirit on the Lords day ; but whereas I told him 
this did no way prove that day to be the firſt day of the week, be- 
Cauſe the day ot the Lord, or the Lords day in Scripture, is nor li- 
mired to any particuiar day. 

He anſwcrs, Th.zt theſe two ought not to be confounded for all dayes 
wherein the Lord executeth judgement, are dayes of the Lord , but 
the Lords day, mentioned, Rev. 1.15 but one. For this he bringeth 
no proof but his own meer aſſertion : As Tgnarizy calling the firſt 
day of the week, The Queen of dayes, doth not prove that Lords 
day, ſpoken of by Job, to be rhe firſt day, ſo if Ignativ had been 
of this mind, and had eſteemed of it above other daycs, thar makes 
nothing againſt us ; we know this Superſtirion was crecping inte 
the Church before Tgnatiz's time, therefore the Apoltte Paul 
warned the Galatians, Gal. 4. 10, It. | | 

To prove this day ſpoken of by 7ohz to be the firit day of the 

week, he faith, Chri/t appeared to his Diſciples, declaped hamſelf to 
be the Son of God, upon the firſt day of the week, 5 That it 1s ſuppoſed 
that was the day the-Spirit was poured forth : And that Beza, in ar 
ancient Greek Maniſcript, did find the firſt day of the week. called 
the Lords day. Bnt all this doth not in the leaſt prove the mattcr in 
qucſtion, except this may: ſufhce for proof, W. 2. thinks this will 
infer the day of the Lord, ſpoken of by Fehr, to be the firſt day of 
the weck, therefore it is fo, There may be Superſtition- enough 
found in old Greek Manulcripts , Ir is near fourteen hundred years 
fince the Eaſterz and Weſtern Churches were like to ſplit abour the 
obſcrvation of Eater, and yet Proteſtants with good veaſon look 
upon that Controverſie as both Superſtitions and frivolous. 

Now giving, but not granting this day ſpoken of by John, were 
the firſt day of the week, How doth he prove from this, _ o 

tirſt 
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firſt day of the week is come -: LO in place of the few;þ 
Sabbath, or that it ſtands as an obligation upon; them, as a part of 
the moral Law whereunto we a:e bound by che forth Curmazid, 
which though it be the cheif thing in debate rema:nes yet unproved; 
ſeeing then he has had very few prook: for theſe his ſuppoſed Ordi- 
nances but ſuch as are onely bottom:d upon his own atlirmations, 
the Juditious Reader may judge it is wit10ut ground he corciudes 
here, that we deny the Ordinances of Chriſt and not the inv.ntions 
of men. 

His fourteenth Head, Pag. 109 Is concerring Original fin (3 
called, which the Reader by comparing with 72. 52, 63,64.and 
G5. of mine, will ſee that he makes no reall, but a.meer counterfeis 
ſhew of anſwcr , and I deſire the Reader firlf to obſerve, That nei- 
ther here nor in hisDialogac,he doth not ſo-much as offer.to prove 
that this phraſe Or4ginal ſr, is to be found in Scipture and for all 
His pretences to make th2 Scripture his rule, he hath no ground 
from this, but from Popiſh Tradi ion. 

Secondly, That we giant a recall Seed of lin; derived from-Sathan 
which Adams Polterity is liable to; But we ſay, none become guilty 
of this bcfore God . nutill they cloſe with this cviil Secd, and tn 
them who cloſe with it, it becomes an Origine or Fountain of evil 
thoughts, delires, words and actions : 

And as by. granting all capeable of recciving this real Seed of (in 
w< differ from the Sociniarns, and Pelagians ; $9 by ſaying it is not 
the Childrens fin antil they do cloſe with it : We agrce with Zuin- 
olivs a famous Proteſtant, who for this very DofQrine was con- 
demned by the Council of Trext, in the Art. of the Fifth Seſ.Conſ. 
Trent, lib. 2, Pag. 208. The acts of which Council, not onely 
againſt us, but againſt "this famous found.r of the Proteſtant 
Churches in RO is that which W. M. is here vindicating, 

Thirdly, Tdefire the Reader may obſ.rve, That the rhing he 
pleads for is, that Infants are really guilty before God, that In- 
fants are guiiry before God ſimply for Adams lin ; And that ſome 
of them who di: in their Infancy, and nev.r actually {nin their 
own Perſons, do for this ſin of Adm Ecernally periſh ; Now whi- 
ther this DoRrine be ſutable ei. her to the Juſtice or Mercy of God, . 
I leave the Chriſtian Reader to judge. I ſhall examine the reaſons 
he brings for it,his cheif argument for this in his Dialogue Pag.47- 
was, That becauſe Childrendie, citing Rom. 23. The wages of ſi: is 
d:ath, now 1 ſhew him, Pap, C4. of mine, how that mad- —_ 
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becaue natural Death of the Sa.nts is not the wages of ſin 3 for their 
{ins are forg:ven them, ec. this he hath nor fo much as mentioned, 
» far Icfs anſwered ; And whereas he might as well argue that the 
Earih, Trecs and Herbs were tinners, becaulſc they 1eccived great 
decay by dams tin , He lightly paſſes it over,aledging, Jt will not 
therefore follow, that all mankind who [rffcr Death are not Sinners ; 
Now this is ro ar:fwer but a mcer ſhifr, and the thing I intend. d 
againſt his afſertion,doth very naturally follew from my argument; 
thus, If as W. 27. fayes, Infants be guilty of eAdams Sin, b<cauſe 
they are ſubje& to difeaſes and Dcarh,then the Beaſts who are ſub- 
ject to the like, and the Earth, Herbs and 1 rees, who have received 
their decay are linn-rs before God ; bar this is abſurd, therefore the 
other, Ict him anſwer this the next time more effectually. 

The firſt proof he brings here is, 1 Joh. 3. 6. That which # born 
of the fleſh !s fleſh, adding, Thi imtiinates man ” hy natural Birth 
ro be Corrupt and Flefuly ;, But for this his gloſs he. bringeth no 
proof ; though, That which zs born of the fleſh be fleſh, he ſhoweth us 
not how it followerh thence,thar Infants are guilty of Adams Sin 
after the like manner he concludes this his doctrine trom, 7ob. 1.4.4. 
P/al. 5. 5. But as the words in theſe places do not plainly expreſs 
any ſuch thing, ſo he brings no reaſon to make his conſequences 
deduceable from them ; after the like proot-leſs manner he aledg- 
eth, Rom, 5. 1.4. Byone mans diſobedience many were made ſinners x 
Now, though the matter in queſtion be, Whether theſe many were 
made.{inners before they aQually {inned in their own Perſons ? He 
doth not ſo much as offer to prove it ; in the like manner, though 
David ſaid his Mother conceived him in lin, he ſheweth us: not 
kow it followe:h from thence, that David was guilty of fin bcfore 
he atually tinned ; and here I obſerve how he aſſcrrs, 1hat men 
are guilty of the lin of their immodcrate Parents,. contrary to the 
plain Tcſtimony of thc Scripture Ezck, 188. 20. The Son ſhall not bare 
the iniquity of te Fa her : To prove Infants thus guilty le further 
addeth, Rom. 5. 12. aledging theſe words ; For that all have ſinned, 
includes Infants,but I ſhew him this includes not Infants, becauſe the 
Apoſtle cl.ars it in the next verſe, ſaying, Sin 7s net 1mnputcd where 
there 1s 10 {aw, and that there bcing ro Law to Infants, they cannot 
be guilty of lin ; To this he replies, There was 4 Law te Adam and 
that he repre e: ted mankind, ard fiood as a publik Perf on, Therefore 
Children lad a Law in bim ; But for this lignihcation of his own 
he produceth no proof, and it cannor be received, as being direct 
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firſt day of the week is come to Chriians in place of the 7ew//h 
Sabbath, or that it ſtands as an obligation upon them, as a part of 
_ the moral Law: whereunto we are bound by the forth Command, 
which though it be the cheif thing in debate rema:nes yet unproved; 
ſeeing then he has had very few proofs for theſe his ſuppoſed Ordi- 
nances but ſuch as are onely bottom:d upon his own atfirmations, 
the Juditious Reader may judge it is witnout ground he corciudes 
here, that we deny the Ordinances of Chriſt and not the iny.ntions. 
of men. 

His fourteenth Head, Pag. 10g Is concerning Original fin {2 
called, which the Reader by comparing with Paz. $2, 63,64.and 
G5. of mine, will ſee that he makes no reall, but a.meer counterfeis 
ſhew of anſwer ; and I delire the Reader firſfto obſerve, That nei- 
ther here nor in hisDialoguc,he doth not ſo-much as offer. to prove 
that this phraſe Original ſon, is to be found in Scripture ; and for all 
His pretences to make thz Scripture his rule, he hath nc ground 
from this, but from Popiſh Tradi ion: 

Secondly, That we grant a reall Seed of lin; derived from-Sathan 
which Adams Poſterity is liable to; But we ſay, none become guilty 
of this bcfore God nutill they cloſe with this cviil Secd, and 1n 
them who cloſe with it, it becomes an Origine or Fountain ofevill 
thoughts, deſires, words and actions : 

And as by: granting all capeable of recciving this real Seed of (in 
w<e differ from the Socinians, and Pelagians ; So by ſaying it is not 
the Childrens fin until they do cloſe with it : We agree with Zuin- 

lus a famous Proteſtant, who- for this very Doctrine was con» 
demned - gg Council of Trext, tn the Art. of the Fifth Sef-Conf.. 
Trent, lib. 2. Pag. 208. The a&ts of which Council, not onely 
againſt us, but againſt this famous found.r of the Proteſtant 
Churches jri R_— is that which W. M. is here vindicating.. 

Thirdly, 1 defire the Reader may obſcrve, That the thing he 
pleads for is, that Infants are really guilty before God, that In- 
fants are guilry before God ſimply for Adams lin ; And that ſome 
of them who dic in- their Infancy, and nev.r actually fin in their 
own Perſons, do for this ſin of "Adam Eternally periſh : Now whi- 
ther this Do&rine be ſutable ei. her to the-Juſtice or Mercy of God, 
I leave the Chriſtian Reader to judge. I ſhall examine the reaſons 
he brings for it,his cheif argument for this in-his Dialogue '/Pag. 47. 
was, That becauſe Childrendie, citing Rom. 23. The wages of ſin: is 

death, now 1 ſhew him, Pag, 6-4. of mine, how that mad- no-hing, 
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<cau'e natural Death of the 2 is not the wages of ſin for their 
{ins are-forg:ven them, ec. this he hath nor ſo much as mentioned, 
far Iſs anſwered ; And whereas he might as wel! argue that the 
Earth, Trecs and Rerbs were tinners, becauſe they 1eccived great 
decay by Adams lin , He (lightly paſſes it over,aledging,'/t will not 
therefore follow, that all mankind who ſuffer Death are not Sinners ; 
Now this is no anſwer but a mcer ſhifr, and the thing I intend.d 
againſt his afſertion,doth very naturally follow from my argument; 
thus, If as W. 2. fayes, Infants be guilty of eAdams Sin, b<cauſe 
they are ſubje& to diſeaſes and Death,then the Beaſts who are ſub= 
ject to the like, and the Earth, Herbs and 1 rees, who have received 
their decay are linncrs before God ; bat this is abſurd, therefore the 
other, It him anſwer this the next time more effecually.. 

The firſt proof he brings here is, 1 7oh. 3. 6. That which « boy 


_ of the fleſh is fleſh, adding, This intimates man by his natural Birth 


ro be Corrupt and Fleſhly, But for this his glois he bringeth no 
proof ; though, That which 7s born of the fleſh be fleſh, he ſhoweth us 
not how it followeth thence,that Infants are guilty of Adams Sin 
after the like manner he concludes this his doctrine from, 7ob. 14.4. 
P/al. 5. 5. But as the words in theſe places do not plainly expreſs 
any ſuch thing, ſo he brings no reaſon to make his conſequences 
deduceabke from them , after the like proof-leſs manner he aledg- 
eth, Rom, 5. 14. By one mans azſobedience many were made ſinners x 
Now, though the matter in quction be, Whether theſe many were 
made.{inners before they aQually ſinned in their own Perſons ? He 
doth not ſo much as offer to prove it ; inthelike manner, though 
David ſaid his Mother conceived him in fin, he ſheweth us: not: 
how it followeih from thence, that David was guilty of ſin before 
be aQually ſinned ; and here I obſerve how he aſſerts, 1 hat men 
are guilty of the {in of their immodcrate Parents, contrary .to the 
plain Tcſtimony of the Scripture-Zzek. 1 8. 20. The Son ſhall nat bare 
the iniquity of tne Faher : To prove Infants thus guilty. Le further 
addeth, Rom. 5. 12.aledging theſe words ; For that all have ſinned, 
includes Infants,but I ſhew him this includes not Infants, becauſe the 
Apoſtle cl.ars it in the next verſe, ſaying, Sin is net 4niphtcd where 
there 1s n0 law, and that there being no Law to Infantsgthey cannor 
be guilty of {in ; To this he replies, There was 4 Law to Adam ard. 
that he repreſer.ted mankind, ard ſtood as a publik_Perſon, Therefore 
Children kad a Law in bim ; But for this fignitication of his own 
he produceth no proof, and it cannor be received, as being direct 
Hs contrary 
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contrary to the Scripture above mentioned, The Sor ſhall not ba-e 
the Fathers iniquity , He aledgeth, T hat thoſ, e the cipoſile ſpeaks 
of who ſinned not after the ſimilurude of Adams 7 ranſgreſſion are In- 
ants, but after his uſual manner bringeth not rhe leaſt proof tor it; 
the, 1 Cor. 15. 22, cited by him, 1s fo far from makeing any thing 
for his purpoſe, that it maketh dire&ly againſt h'm, which any that 
have the lcaſt grain of true underſtanding may perceive the words 
are, As in Adam all died, even ſo in Chriſt, all are made alive , for 
here all are ſaid todie in Adam, even as all are ſaid to be made 
alive in Chriſt ; now as none are made alive in Chriſt un.il they 
aQually receive, and joyne with his Rightcouſneſs, ſo none die in 
Adam vntil they aQually receive, and joyn with his unrighteouſ- 
neſs, &c, He maketh a deal a do Pay. 110, 11.1. about the Greek. 
«©, wherein though it were ealic to refute him, were ir not 
needleſs to-fill up paper wich Gramatical Criticiſmes ; for giving, 
but not granting the words might be Tranilated, in Adam all have 
ſinned, it will not from thence follow that Infants are guilty before 
they aually (in, ſeeing all are ſaid to die, or have ſinned in. Adam, 
even as all are.ſaid to be made alive in Chriſt ; and yet none are 
ſaid to be ſo, until they actually receive. his Righteouſneſs as is 
above demonſtrated. 

Pas. 113. He aledgeth,T howgh it be ſaid that the Kingdom of God: 
2s of little Children, yer ſome Infants are not ſaved, becauſe they aye 
nt of the Kingdome of Grace ;, But for this he bringeth no proof 
at all :: And 1 here take notice, T hat. he acknowledges, that God: 
SanQifies and Regenerats ſome Infants, and thereby he notably 
conradidts his ſecond Set. concerning the Light. And Pag, 29, of 
his Dialogue, where he condems it, as a dangerous er: our in us, to 
fay any can be ſaved without the outward- knowlcdg of Chriſt, 
of which Infants are not capable.to prove, That ſome Infants periſh,. 
even eternally, He aledgeth, The burning of Sodom and Gomorrah, 
citing 7ade.'7.' But his wreſting this Scripture is very manifcſt, for 
the reaſon 71de gives of their ſuffering vengance, was, becauſe they. 

ave themſelves up to Fornication, and went after ſtrange fleſh, 
Now of this Infants- were not capable, of whom therefore Jude, 
ſpeaks' not-'one word. He terms Impudent or elle [grorant, for. 
bringing; Fſat:-1. 22. againſt them, aledging, 1r-45 an unjuſt charge, 

#0 ſay they plead for a Salvation in their ſins ; and yet he has the Im- 
pudence inmediatly to. aver it himſelt, ſaying, They are but in part: 
= POLE. . aeliruered: 
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delivered o7 ſaved in this Life oP they not then dream of Saf- 
va.ion While in part they remain in their fins ? Compa e, Math, 1. 
21. Wiih 1 Foh. 1, 7. Chriſt is ſaid to cleanſe us from all iniquity, 
not a part of it : It ts a bad inference drawn from-my aflertion, that: 
Children are not guilty of {in, to ſay that therefore they need not 

a Saviour ; I rold him in my laſt, Chriſt was truely a Saviour unto 

them in that he kept th.m from. finning, as one that's kept from fal- 

irg ina ditch is as truely ſaved as he that's taken out of one : It 

is altogether Inconſequential to infer frm this, That Chrilt died: 
to ſave the holy Angels from lin, becauſe they are not ſuttered to 

fall into it, for Chritt is ſaid onely to have died for .Adams Polte- 

rity, of which number Infants are, but not Angels; -It 1s likewiſe 

without reaſon, that he compares us to Pelagians, as if we took 
from Ch1ilt the: name-Jeſus, ſeeing it has been ſhown we own him? 
to be Jeſus, or Saviour to all, even to Infants. 

He besginneth his fifteenth Head, Concerning the perſeverance 
of the Saints, Pag, 115: Alcdging, That in ſaying the Quakers bold 
vor a falling away from Regeneration, I ſeek to hide my ſelf ; Becauſe 
G. Keith ſayes, That Saints may fall away from ſaving Grace z ask; 
ing, if Sainrs be Regenerate. | 

Anſw. Though all that be fully Regenerate are Saints, yet ſome 
may be called Saints who are not fully Regenerare. 

Pag. 116; He aledgeth, It #5 in vain to aſſert this falling away z. 
becauſe it is ſaid, Some who believed afterwards fell away, and ſome 
mak: ſhipwrackof the Faith , and ſoine who taſted of the good word of 
God, and the powers of the life to come, ec. Becauſe they uſe to: 
diſtingith betwixt ſeeming counterfeit Graze , 'and ſound ſaving' 
Grace, | | 

Anſw. Can there be any more palpable wreſting of Scripture ? 
For it ſo be, that Faith which they had were not real, they were 
not to be blamed for falling away from it, it were their nercy to 
make ſhipwrack of that which was counterfeit The Apoſile ſpeaks 
politively, Heb. 6. 4. of the capacity' of ſuch to fall away, who 
were once enlightned, who have taſted of the heavenly gift, yea, who 
were partakers of the holy ghoſt, and have taſted of the good word of 
God ; and the powers of the world to come ;he fayeth not they ſeemed: 
to be ſo : Nay the very context ſhewerhthe contrary, ſaying, It is 
$apaſible to-renew ſuch again to: repentance ; Now had this been all 
in appearance, the Apoſtle needed not to ſpeakof renewing them 
Mk i again 
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atan to repentance, or (av; they crucifie the Son of God afreſh, ſecing 
it (o, they had nevcr been penitent a. d be-n allways Crucifers of 
Chriſt ; whercas in anſwer to Ph?/. x. 6.1 ronld him it might be 
ſuppoſed that Parl was as confident that God would pe ted the 
work in himſelf as in-any other, and yer he ſuppoſes the contrary 
where he ſayes, Leaſt preaching the goſpel to others, I my ſelf become 
a caſtaway ; to this he replieth norhing, but citcth another Scrip- 
rure, Jer. 32. 29. 1 will give them one heart that they may fear 
me foy ever ; though God pive them this, that they may fear him 
yet ſuch may abuſe the gift of God, and ſo run out of his fear, he 
gives t0 all his Grace, and yet it is ſaid, that ſome turn it unto wan- 
tonne(s, 7ud. 4. Be jeereth at my anſwer to Peter, ſaying, A godly 
reply forſooth, as it he had (aid, if the Saints fall f: om Faith they 
mult fall, but he might ſpare his inſulting, until he had found ſome 
way to anſwer my words, which are, That thoſe that abide not in 
the Power of God through Faith, muſt fall away ; tor he might as 
well Scoff at all the conditional Promiſes of the Goſpel ,ſuch as, He 
that continuerh ſiedfaſt to the end ſhall obtain the crown : To ſay 
that Faith and the Power of God concurs to preyent the Saints fal- 
ing away, anſwers nothing, for ſo long as theſe concur, we do not 
deny it, and though they be allways willing to concur, yet it is clear 


that ſome who have believed,not coumtertetily bur really have de- 


paried from the power and (o fallen away as is above ſhown. 

Pag. 117. Upon the words of, fer. 32. 40. He ſayes, It proves 
the per ſcuerance or impoſſibillit y of faling away, becauſe it us ſaid, God 
put his fear in their hearts for this end, That they might not depart 
from him, what then, that doth not prove that they cannot depart 
from him, Chriſt came to his own for this end, that he might ſave 
them ; and yet it is {aid they received him not, Joh. 1.11. He 
{ayes, I make ſhort work, of theſe Scriptures, Joh. 10. 27, 28. Joh. 
13.1, 1 Joh. 2.19. becauſe I ſay, they ſpeak of thoſe who were 
come to a through Regeneration, which he ſayes is without proof ; 
But the Reader by looking unto them will 6nd they cannot be un- 
derſtood o:herways, then of ſuch as are throughly Regencrate, and 
it app.ars he was ſcalible of this, having produced nothing to the 
rontrary,and whereas he adds,Tbat if thoſe who are throughly Rege- 
erate were onely to perſevere, then this were the priviledge of Saints 
n heaven, and not un earth, who never came tobe ſo; there can be 
no:hing more rediculus, then this manner of arguing, ſeeing that 
queſtion 
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queſtion wherher the Saints can be perfetly Regenerate on Earth 
is a5 much in debate as the other ? Thar objection of his, as if from 
this Dotrine it might follow one Were a Child of God to day, and 
a Ciild of the Devil ro morrow, I anſwered in my laſt. Pag. 66. 
to which he returnech no anſwer,and therefore it is dilingenuity in 
him to brinz it forth here again ; 'and whereas in Pag. 66, 67. of 
my laſt I ſhew him how he contradicted himſelt in this marter, by 
granting ſome of the Q#3kers to have been truly conyerted, and i et 
now to condemn them as Apoſtates;he is ſo far from reconciling it, 
that he avers it anew in plain terms ſaying, Pag. 118. That ſome of 
em have feit a gratious oppera'#07 on their hearts ; and Pag. 9g. He 
canaot but think, That ſome of them were ſavingly wrought upon, and 
yet adds, That it # clear that they b.ave Apoſtatiſed from the Truth ; 
Now to reconcile this he hath no:hing to ſay, But he trults the 
Lord will convince them. 

Anſw. As ſome of them, to whom he and his Brethren were 
forced to give the Teſtimony of grations Perſons, have alrcady de- 
parted thi; Life not onely not ſhrinking from, bur even Teſtitying 
to thee Truths he calls crror, ſo others whom they have alſo ac- 
counted gratious, having been at deaths door have aſſerted the ſame 
Truth and rejoyced in it, which ſuffiſerh to overturn his vain confi- 
dence, and truly ſuch a groundleſs hope is bnt a poor ſhift to recon- 
cile ſo palpable a contradiction ; whereby while in words they con- 
dem tis Doctrine of the capacity of mans falling away from 
Grace, yet as to the experience of ſome particulars they are forced 
to acknowleds it, for fear they ſhould fall in greater Inconveniences 
o: granting ſom: among the Quakers to be choice Saints. 

His Srxteenth Head, Pag. 119. Is to prove the danger of Qy4- 
keriſme, as he terms it, but that his folly may appeare in this parti- 
calar, I dcſire the Reader firſt to obſerve our P.inciple which he 
concludes ſo hazardous, even as repeaced by himſelf Pag. 121. 
Viz.That a man Cano? nor ought not to Pray wit nout the Spirit s mo= 
gion ; and toſay none can Pray without it, hath no bad tengency, be- 
cauſe all ſuch Prayers as are performed without the help of the Spirit , 
are Abomination, not true Prayers, but hypocritical. and decentful ; 
Now hz cannot deny this, and therefore grants it to be true, yea 
ſaith plainly in the n:xt Page, That Prayer without the Spirit us 
Abomination, And whereas he adds, That forbearing of Prayer 1s 
aſe Abomizzation, we do not deny u, but freely contels, _ for- 
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fortearing of Prayer in the wick<d : ſinful, but the way to prevent 
this, is not to commit a ſecond evill, /3z. to Pray Without the Spi- 
rit, they ought firſt to come to the Spirit, that thereby they may 
Pray acceptably, according to that of Paul, Rom.8. 26. Likewiſe the 
Spirit alſo helpeth uur infirmities : for we kyow rot what we ſhould 
Pray for.as weought : but the Spirut it ſelf makgth imterceſſion for us 
with groans that cannot be uttered, 1x Cor. 14. 15. 1will pray with 
the Spirit ; which-bcing brought by me in my laſt, he hath wholly 
omitted ſo muchastomention,far lefs toanſwer:And thoughomiring 
of Prayer be linful, yet to bid a man Piay without the Spirit, is as 
muchas to delire a man to ſe without opening his eyes : This 
thing may appeare by a familar example, thus, ſuppoſe a ſervant 
turn ſlogard, and ſlecp while he ſhould be about his Maſters work,if 
when he is taiſed out-of his bed he ſhould run naked te 1t, without 
taking along thoſe Tools or Inſtruments which are abſolutly 
needful for the doing of it, what will he profit ei.her himſelf or his 
Maſter ? Yea he will but hinder the work more : Even ſo the wick- 
£, as they ought ro Pray, fo they ought fiſt to come to.the Spirit, 
whereby they may do it tothe glory of Ged, and their own Souls 
good. Now though this be ſo undeniable that he cannot gainſay ir, 
yet in contradiction tothe Truth and his own Conccſlions,he goes 
about to cavil againlt it,aledging, t might take off men as well from 
ther neceſſary works, becauſe the ploughing of the wicked i ſin , and 
that a'ſo it might follow from this, That Children ſhould not honour 
their Parents, and Huſbands love their Wives, but when they have a 
enctzon of the Spirit for it. . 

Anſw. This objeQion hath no weight to overturn the Truth, 
For there is a great difference beiwixt theſe things that relate tothe 
worſhip of God, and what relates to outward things, either con- 
cerning our felyes or our neighbours ; The worſhip of God is a 
Spiritual thing relating to himſelf, which we are commanded to 
perfo;m in the Spirit, and God doth offer us his Spirit for the per- 
tormance of it ; And becauſe it is that which 1s meerly relative be- 
twixt God and the Soul, he doth not accept of ic but as ſo offered, we 
cannot Pray-as we ought ſaith the Apoſtle, But the Spire helpeth, 
&c. Now though theſe other things would no doubt be the more 
acceptable to God,and more frequently accompanied with his blef[- 
Ing, that they were done in the ſence of his fear, and in the draw- 


ings of his Spirit, yet they are materially good in themſelves, an- 
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anſwering really their end oh92 unto whom they immediatly 
relate, without it, but it is nor ſo,of Prayer, witftiagitimmedys: 
ately relates to God, ſo W. Af. himſe'f cotifeſſertewarhonr'rþ Spib.- 
rit to be Abomination : Thus is alſo folyed his Tappotient wes; þ 
124. That if a wicked man-ccontratt guilt he may proveks the Dord to 
withdraw the motions of the Spirit, and then bus not. Praying is 
fin, for I bave aſſerted, that the not Praying of the wickedis lintul, 
and this doth not. lull Pcople in a finful ſeturity 3 on the contrary: 
they are like, ra: her to be lulled in ſucha ſecuriry*®by*being- cold: 
they may be ſet about Prayer wh-nthey pleaſe, wherebyithey foſter 
themſelves ina groundleſs hope, becaule of thcir now and then re» 
p-ating their words of Prayer, neither expecting nor looking for 
the Spirits aſſiſtance, whereby inſtead of advancing in Grace and 
Righteouſneſs,they do but reiterateAbominations,and ſo aggtevare 
their own guilt; And wher.as here he is forced to-acknow ledgtlide 
motives of the Spirit will nor be wantins to the Saints to Pray when 
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fortearing of Prayer in the wick-d 1s ſinful, but the way to prevent 
this, is not to commit a ſecond evill, /7z.. to Pray Without rhe Spi- 
rit, they ought firſt to come to the Spirit, that thereby they may 
Pray acceptably, according to that of Paul, Rom.8. 26. Likewiſe rhe 
Spirit alſo helpeth our 1nfirmities : for we kyow rot what we [hold 
Pray for as we ought : but the Spirit it ſelf maketh interceſſion for us 
with groans that cannot be uttered, x Cor. 14.15. 1 will pray wth 
the Spirit ; which bing brought by me in my lat, he hath wholly 
omitted ſo muchasto menrion,far leſs toanſwer:And thoughomiting 
of Prayer be linful, yet to bid a man Piay without the Spirit, is as 
much as ts delire a man to {ce without opening his eyes : This 
thing may appeare by a familar example, thus, ſuppoſe a ſervant 
turn {lvgard, and ſlecp while he ſhould be about his Maſters wors,if 
when he is 1aiſed out of his bed he ſhould run naked te 1t, without 
taking along thoſe Tools or Inſtruments which are abſolutly 
needful for the doing of it, what will he profit eicher himſelf or his 
Maſter ? Yea he will but hinder the work more : Even ſo the wick- 
<d, as they ought to Pray, ſo they ought hilt to come to the Spirit, 
whereby they may do it to the glory of Ged, and their own Souls 
£90d. Now though this be ſo undeniable that he cannot gainſay it, 
yet in contradiction tothe Truth and his own Conccſlions,he goes 
about ro cavil againſt ir,aledging, r m:ght take off men as well from 
their neceſſary works, becauſe the ploughing of the wicked u ſin , and 
that a'ſo it might follow from this, That Children ſhould not honour 
their Parents, and Huſvands love their Wives, but when they have a 
encton of the Spirit for it. - 

Anſw. This obje&ion hath no weight to overturn the Truth, 
For there is a great difference beiwixt theſe things that relate tothe 
worſhip of God, and what relates to outward things, cither con- 
cerning our felyes or our neighbours ; The worſhip of God is a 
Spiritual thing relating to himſelf, which we are commanded to 
perfo:m in the Spiric, and God doth offer us his Spirit for the per- 
tormance of it ; And becauſe it is that which 1s meerly relative be- 
twixt God and the Soul, he doth not accept of it but as ſo offered, we 
cannot Pray.as we ought ſaith the Apolile, But the Spirit helpeth, 
&c. Now though theſe other things would no doubt be the more 
acceptable to God,and more frequently accompanied with his blef[- 
ing, that they were done in the ſence of his fear, and in the'draw- 
ings of his Spirit, yet they are materially good in _, an- 
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anſwering really their end ro them unto whom they immediathy 
rclate without it, but it is nor ſo of Prayer, which as it immeds 
ately relates to God, ſo W. Af. himſe'f conteſſertrwithont the'Spiv 
rit to be Abomination : Thus is alſo ſolved his fuppohtion,Pag,'s 
124. That if a wicked man contratt gu1lt he may provoke the Lord to 
withdraw the motions of the Spirit, and then hs not Praying i nog 
ſin, tor I bave aſſerted, that the not Praying of the wicked is linful, 
and this doth not lull Pcople in a finful ſcturfty 3 on the contrary 
they are like, ra: her to be lulled in ſucha ſecurity by being told 
they may be ſet about Prayer wh-nthey pleaſe, whereby they foſter 
themſelves ina groundleſs hope, becaule of their now and then re- 
p-ating their words of Prayer, neither expecting nor looking for 
the Spirits alſiſtance, whereby inſtead of advancing in Grace and 
Righteouſneſs,they do but reiterate Abominations,and ſo aggrevate 
their own guilt: And whercas here he 1s forced tro-acknow ledg;that 
motives of the Spirit will not be wanting to the Saints to Pray when 
they are at the gatcs of Death, or in danger of preſem Drownding z 
He asks me, What ſhall the wick;d do in this caſe ? Shall they not foke 
bow the advice which Pcter gave to Simon Megs A'S: 22. pray 
Ged, if perhaps the thoughts of thy heart may be forgiven'thee, bac 
here he minceth the Apoſtles words which are; "Repent therefore 
of thy wickedneſs, and pray, &c. here the Apottle puts repentance 
before Prayer, it ſhall not be denied, but when the wick-dhave re- 
pented of their wickedneſs, the Spirit will not be wanting'to aſſiſt 
them to Pray. It is thercfore to little purpoſe, That Pap. 12a 
and 121. He pleads, For craving 4 Bleſſing when we uſe the creatures 
of God,calling the nzClett of it a phrophane cuſtome; for we do not de 
ny it, and condemn a prophane negle& of it as much as themfelves g 
And as Chriſt had the Spirit withont and above meaſure, having all 
wayes a ready acceſs to the Father, ſo we are glad and willing at 
ſuch.occaſigns to expreſs words, if we find the Spirit-aſliſtingus ſo 
to do, yea we reckon tliat we onght not to uſe the creatures, with» 
Qut our. hearts be in ſome meaſure retired to the fence. of. Gods 
preſence, and ſtayed in his fear, whereby wemay ſecretly breath 
for a Bleſſing, for to ſpeak audible words is not cflential,- and 
therefore it.is apparcntly malicious for him to ſay, That 'when we 
are flayed in Gogs, fear, we Fave liberty and freedim to. fallito 
meamy words had no ſuch Inipottance, thoughhe/ſeekstoitura 

cm, akd yet can whollyomir —_— Pag.'67,0t mine,*Whered 
ew 
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F-  - - vt, Without cither denying his former An:ichriſtian expreſon, or 


| | | (60) 
fhew their abuſes in this matter, how they mock Cod in it and pr: 


yoke-him towitlidraw his Bleiting 3 And whereas he iayes, One of 


a confeſſed, That he had not called together nor Prayed in bus fanuly 
for a twelve-month. paſt; He ſhould have produced the perſons 
name, that we might have inquired concerning it, and therefore 
until he ſo do, we can lay noſtreſs npon 1t but rejet jr as falſe, 
eſpecially conſidering, that W. 2. bing particularly challenged 
upen this refuſerh abſolutly to do it, nor durſt he aver he had any 


better ground for it then hear-ſay : Upon this ocaſion he asks, f 


Abraham muft vor keep up Religion in bu family becarſe an Iſhmac} 
& 51 ir, but this maketh nothing againſt us, for none of us thar are 
Maſters of Families, have forborn to keep up the worſhip of God, 


though enemies of Truth have been in it,v-hom we. have not barrcd- 


from being preſent ; And for whom we havenot been wanting to 
Pray, though we cannot joyn with them 1n thcir Prayers, as W. 2. 
adviſeth us, until firſt they repent of their wickedn. ſs : This was 


the method of Peters advice to Simon Mags, firlt to repent and 


then to Pray, as is above ſhewcd. 
Seft, Pags: 125. He ſayes, Quakeriſme tend; tomaks or where 


t40n of fin uſeleſs, and ro me,asking, Whether 1ortification be uſeleſs 
where the end of it ( which is Perfection ) 5 atained ? He anſwereth, 


Fhat Perfection. is toofold, comparative and abſolute, and ſeeing we 
are for an abſolute Perfection, there 15 10 uſe for _—_—_ 
Anſw. There. can none-come to this abſolute PerteRion, ( as he 


terms it ) but by Mortification of fin, and eyen ſuch as areſo Perfect: 
while on earth, do conſtantly-uſe Mortification to keep down lin, . 


leaſt it riſe again, and toreliſtthe Temptations of the enemy, where. 
with even ſuch as be Perfe& are daily aſſaulted. He aledgeth, [ 
Triumph before the Viltory, in quarreling him for ſaying, That a. 
fonleſs Perfettion wounds the SS of R ligion ; Bit his ſilly. 
ſubterfuge in this place- may: ea 

my laſt, that ſeeing he ſayes ſo, Whether the vitals of Religion 
conſiſted in ſinning or not ſinning ? Adding, That if it conſiſt in ſins 
ningthey that fin moſt are moſt Religious, bur it ir conſiſt in not fin- 
ning, thcn-to plzad for ſucha thing as attainable, hurts not the vitals 
of Religion; to this he anſwer<th, That the vitals of ; Religion con- 
ft in the means appointed of God : Who ſeeth'not this to be a-meer 
evalion z Why did he not give a direct anſwer ? But that he conld 


clſs 


ily-be diſcovered : I asked himin. 
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61) Ss 
elſe faling into palpable —- - And whereas he adds, Tha 
theſe means are Repentance, Mortification, Believing, application 9 
the Blood of Chriſt ; though ic be no anſwer tomy queſtion, I deny 
not, but that Religion conliſts in theſe things ; but I he 10g he will 
not ſay that they are finning ; It 1s not in the leaſt abſurd, rhat one 
who hath attained ro Pcrfection may praRtice theſe duties; Man 
though he hav? attained to PerfeRion cannot too much repent of 
his former wick«dneſs, and therefore it is without ground that he 
aledgeth, That I ſhift, andeannot deny but the forvearazxce of theſe 
duties flow as a conſequence from our Principle,nor is my ſaying ,that 
they who come to Perfe&tion, witneſs the true uſe of theſe things 
any ſhift at all, though he be pleaſed to term it ſo without any 
proof, after his wonted manner, according to which he adderh, 
That under the pretence of Perfettion we take men off from the pra- 
Ftice of theſe duties, and ſo ſirike at Chriſtianity 1m the vitals of it 
which though it fall of it ſelf as being a meer aſſertion, yer the-con- 
trary is above abundantly ſhown ; He faith, He doth not contra-- 
dick himſelf in inferring a ſin!eſs man to be ſinful ; He affirmed onely 
the Quakers conceitedly linleſs men to be linful, who diſcover 
much {in in their pride, paſſion, bitterncſ{s,railing accuſations, add- 
ing, 1f ſuch ſay they have no ſin they are but liars, andthe truth is 
rot 1n them. 

Anſw.There was no ſuch addition in his Dialogue as conceitedly 
ſinleſs, hat abſolutly, He ſaid, Bring me to the man that « ſinleſs, 
and thereforc his contradi&tion remains : Moreover let him name 
that Quckey if he can, that tould him he was Perfectly free from al 
fin, and yet was guilty of thoſe crimes he ſpeaks of, elſe he can de- 
duce nothing from his own falſe ſuppolition. | 
Pag. 127. To prove the Saints continuance allwayes in ſin, he de-. 
ſires to remark that, x Joh. 18 Jt i even ſuch, who have heard, ſex 
a handled of the word of God 8&:c. Whe ſayeth, If we have no ſin we 
are liars; And hcre indeed is to be obſerved his deteſtable Impn- 
dence in adding to the Scripture words, citing ver/. 7. which he 
repeats thus, We who are cleanſed fromthe guilt of ſin, whereas there ' 
is no ſuch word as Guilt in that place, but oncly, We are cleanſed” 
from all ſm, which imports a cleanling from the filth 5 Mark theſe 
words vers. 9. From all unrighteouſneſs ; now when the Guilt is 
onely taken away and the filth remaineth, as W. 24. falſly ſuppoſes, 
they could not be ſaid to be —_ from all unrightcouſneſs , for 
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K 15-an improper ſpecch to ſay 0 are cleanſed ſrom Cuilt,it is from 
the fIth we are cleanſed, and the Guilt 1s forgiven ns ; Therefore 
faiththe Apoſtle, vers. g. firſt, He i faithful to forgive u:, and next 
he adds, To cleanſe ws from all unrighteonſneſs ; nor will 7ohns ſay- 
ing, If we ſay we have no ſin, import Jobn himſelf to be of that 
numte:, more thenthe Apoſtle James ſpaking of the Tongue 7am, 
3. 9. ſaying, There-with curſe we men who are made afier the ſimuli= 
zude of God, will prove James to have been of theſe curſers, Now 
In anſwer to me ſhowing that Scripture 1 /ob.x. 8. 1s co; ditional 
| Elſe it would contradict what followes, vers. 9. chap. 24-and chap. 
3,9. Fe returneth no ar.ſwer but his own aſſertzons ; te ſaith, The 
9. vers ſfeaketh of forgiveneſs, but it alſo adds clcanſing as is above 
obſcrved. He ſaich, That 1 Joh. 2,4. Is underſtood of a ſincere not ab- 
ſolute keeping of 1he Commands of God, but for this he b: ings no 
proof at all ; He ſaith, That Joh. 3. 9. Whoſoever is born of God ſin- 
zeth not,is meant of ſinning unto death, from which the child of God is. 
ſecured, The reaſon he gives of this gloſs is, becauſe the Apoltle,ch.s, 
7.16. ſpeaketh,of a ſin unto death, which Sin W. 24. ſuppoſerh to bz 
that the Apoſtle means, He that's born of God cannot commat : 
but to prove this ſuppoſition we have notling but his own meer 
aſſertion : Reader, '1 heſe are the belt and ſtrongeſt arguments he 
Hath to prove his Do&trincs. | 
His Seventeenth Head, Pag. 128. Is to ſhew his Doctrines, nor 
to be acceptable to the wicked, and his Eighteenth Head, Pag. 131. 
Ts to prove ours to be ſo, But he is ſo pittifully ridiculous 1n this 
matter, that ſuch as have the leaſt meaſure of underſtanding, and 
are unprejudiced, cannot but fee his weakneſs : Yet that he may be 
left altogether without a. cover, I ſhall anſwer his ob'eQtions, and 
leave the unbiatſed Readcr as he dclires to judge, which Principl.s 
in their nature have moſt tendency to ſtiike at or foſter wickedn.ſs : 
To prove that it is not acceptable to the wicked to hear they muit 
alwayes (in, He ſayes, Some are ſo conceited of their honeſty that 
they cannot be convinced of their ſms, And that Mortification of ſin 
3s diſtaſtful to them ; But how he makes this to anſw.r the other tis 
not tould us, if hypocrites love not to h.ar of their fins, it doth not 
therefore follow, that pleading for a conſtant continuance in fin, 13 
not acceptable to the wicked, they may be the caſter induced to ac- 
knowledg th.ir fins, that they hear it tould them for found and 


folid Doctrine, that they may be reputed good Saints and Chril- 
tians 


re 


Chriſtians though they alwayes remain in thcm, to prove that their 
DoRrire of imputative Rigateouſneſs, and of Election and Repro.. 
baricn,is not pleaſing to rhe wicked, He ſayes, Some wicked men ſcof 
at them, what ihcn, ſo ſome wicked men ſcof at the folly of 
HMach;metaniſm, will it the: etore follow their Doctrine is Sood ? 
T he queſtion 1s, Wh-ther their Doctrine of mens being altogerher 
reputed Righieous inthe :1ght of God, by a Rightcouſnels altOgc- 
ther without ti:em, ard mcns being elcted to Life from al-Eter- 
nity, wt hovt ary reſpet to their ceeds be not more aeceptable to 
the wick: d, then to tell thim they mult ſeek to be Juſtified by the 
Ri; hreouſne's of God wrought in them ? And as they are joyncd to 
the elect Sec Chrilt Jeſus, born again and brought forth in them 
which workerth out all iniqui.y and unrighreouſreſs in them. Now 
this he hath not in the leaſt ottcred to anſwer : After the like man- 
ner, Whereas I ſhew it is more acceptable tothe wickedto hear 
that the outward Letter is the Rule, which they can bend and twin, 
th.n the inward which cannor be fo twiſted, He ſayes, Some wicked 
men cond wiſh there were no ſuch outward rule, and that ſome under- 
ſtand not what is intended by Gods immediate ſpeakang , but bate the 
Miniſtery of the word, both which anſwers make norhing to the 
purpoſe ; \Vhat though wicked men hate the Scripture andthe 
Miniſtry, doth it therefore follow that it is not more accep:able to 
them to hear ; this is their only rule which th.y cantwin as they. 
pl-a:e, then the inward Which cannot be twinzd as the Scriptures 
may, nor bribcd as the Miniſtry of men. H- confeſſes, They al'ow of 
Laces , Ribboas,Gold Rings, &c. and Other ſuperfluities, And there- 
fore ca: n t deiy. but that their Doctrine: therein is acceptable to 
the wicked ; His ſhift is here, That T eople. ought nt to excerd their 
rank and qualliry, aledging, The Apoſtle onely condems this, 1 Tim. 
2. 9. Þut that his d.t.ſtable wrefting of the Scripture may be mani- 
fe{t I ſhall cite the Apolttes words : 1 like manner alſo, that wo- 
men adorn themſelves in n.odejt apparel, with ſhamfaſtncſs aud ſobri- 
ety; not with broydred hair, or 20/4, or pears, or cofil aray ; is there 
any word here that they ſhould on'y not cxceed Ces rank ; who 
cann»t but abcminaie his abuſing of Scrtptare. And whereas he ſays, 
He thinks they ſhould be ſparing of lawſu! games and recreatians, it 
{em-s their deeds {ate not their thoughts in this ruatter,: or elſe it 
mult be acconnred a ſparingn..ſs wich him, not onely ro ſpend mach 
0: the day in Eizld ſports, but even lar.ely of the night in Card- 
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mg, e.For ſo tomy ccrtain knowledg,fome of his Brethren in the 
Prieſthood,of the Synod of Aberd en,are tound-doing and jultifying 
themſelves in it. As to the Sabbath, he offereth not in the leaſt to 
anſwer, That wherein I ſhew it was acceptable to th- wicked, ac- 
cording to the ſame rate; In anſwer to my aflertion, That the 
wicked loye well to hear that they may be members of the Churck 
wi. hout having infallible cvidcnce of Holyreſs ; Heasketh, If all 
the Members of the Quakers Church have ſo, adding, That our raw 
conceited priſelytes, are ſo ignoraut and yet ſo confident , That ſober 
men ſuſpect them to be in a fools Paradice ; Firſt, as this is a mcecr 
ſhift and no rcply,to diſprove thePrinciple aforeſaid to beacceptable 
to the wicked, pA likewiſe 1f his Spirit had not been ina raw con- 
ceired poſture, filled both with ignorance and confidence, he had 
not ſuffercd himſelfſo far to fall ina fools Paradice, as to imagine 
this his meer proofelcſs Calumny, with many more his groundleſs 
.affcrtions would have any weight with ſober men, not being back- 
ed with any -argument : He addeth, Their Dottrine, once in Grace 
and :ever 4n Grace,hath no tendency to pleaſe the wickzd, becauſe ſuch 
never bad Grace, and therefore have no ground to think that belongeth 
to them ; But ſeeing he himſelf confefleth, Thar ſuch as had true 
Grace, may fall both unto deteſtable praftices, and Blaſphemous or 
Erronious Principlcs, may not ſuch then foſter th:m{lves in theſe 
evils, by ſaying, That ſince they once bad true Crace they can ne- 
yer totally fall from it : That part of Page 72. of mine, where I 
ſhewby example how the wicked living among thcm, and being 
their Chnrch-Members, and alfo oppoſing ard vilthing us did de- 
Clare their Principles to be more acceptable to the wicked then ours, 
he hath wholly waved, it ſeems he knew of no ſhit« how to ſhufle 
by this,and therefore found it fitteſt alrogether ro omit it. 

Head 18. Pag. 131. Heſaith, The. Quakers Religion i exceed- 
ing [nitable to carnal hearts, and thereupon he inſtancerh ſome parti- 
culars ſaying, They are pleaſing to the wicked, without offering any 
reaſon ; The Rcader upon the particular debate of theſe matters in 
their places, will obſ. rve how he was neceſſitated to bottom this 
concluſion of theſe Principles being ſutable to carnal h.arts, upon 
the recr credit of his own affirmation, and therefore it is no won- 
der he adds, That he s wearied raking in this dunght] ; It is high 
tire for him to leave. of trampling in ſuch mir; tuft as is the whole 


bulk of his Book,and no doubt a dunghil is a very fit term for _ 
ity 
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durty produR, as is theſe droſly dregs of his dark underſtanding , 
I charged him in che end of mine for lying to God, tor that inthe 
Prayer, he endech his Dialogue with, he uſcth theſe words, Follow 
with thy bleſſing, That which We have been about, which now he is 
ſo far from clearing himſelf of, that he now acknowledges it was 
onely a ſuppolcd conference, And therefore it was a lie, yea a 
mocking of God, to delire him to-accompany a meer ſuppolition 
with his bleſſing ; as tor his expreſling pitty towards the leduced 
and wiſhing God to- reclaim:them, ic was not for thatI challenged 
him, bur for his deliring God to accompaay with his bleſſinga 
meer Chymetra, which never was, and th-rcfore his beſt ſhift for 
this is, What zs it that ſome men will not carp at eſpecially the Q 1a- 
kers,of whom he addeth, a.pious Miniſter hath ſaid, That ther Re- 
ligion conſiſts in railing ; and then he goes on and tels ſome terms, 
wherewih that Perſon ſayes,, The Lzkers have named the Mini- 
ſters of Chitlt, | 
Anſw. Firft, The Teſtimony of his ſuppoſed pious Miniſter is 
no more to be recieved in this caſe then W. 2£, his own, and to ſay 
the Quakers gave theſe natnes he mentions to the Miniſters of 
Chriſt, is to take for granted the thing in-debate, for the Quakers 
deny them to beſuch : And is juſt oneas if a Papy# ſhould ſay, Lu- 
ther and his afſotiates Religion conſiſted in railling, becauſe they 
called ( as to the Papiſts ) their holy Mother the Church of Rome 
a Srumper,. a Where, the Mother of fornications, Babilon, 8c. and 
all her devote Clergy no better then Balls Preejts, filthy Dogs, blind 
Ginuds, Liars, Difſemblers, 8c. and all theſe other denominations 
W. 1. men ions the Quakers give his Brechren ; darc he deny but: 
there are ſome of his Fraternity guilty of all theſe terms, And whar- 
knoweih he but the Quakers-have applied them aright; ir is manifeſt 
envugh, ſome of theſe terms are.t00 applicable to them all, ſuch as 
blind Guids, Perfcntors : It is here obſerveable, That atons all 
theſe denominations he aledges, the Quakers give himand'his Bre- 
thren, he hath omitted the two,. both moſt — uſed againſt 
them by the Quakers, and moſt univerſally deſerved by his fellow 
Prieſts, Y:z.. Hirclings and'T'ime-ſzrvers ;. It ſeems he feared every 
Reader would have found them-applicable : Herein do we find our . 
ſelves Juſtified both'b. fore God and good men,that we have nam2- 
ed thzm-no otherwayes then as their Guilr deſerved, and tha: we 
have no enmity nor hatred at any mans Perſon, nor mens r0 
arme 


(63)? 
hatme ft, wheras while they plead torbearance for themſelves, that 
-wedhould not ſpeak rhe truth plainly to them, and of them, term- 
ing our ſo doing Railing and Reviling, yet-they are not atham- 
cd to ſpeak all in anner.of cvil fallly againſt us, Railing at us with- 
out a cauſe ; And not onely ſo, burſtiring up ſo far as they can the 
Magiſtrate, to cauſe us to be beat, impritoned, and perſecuted, both 
#i our Bodies, Eſtates, and Libertys ; by offcring to baniſh us out 
of our Native Contryes : Yea and cut us off if they cou!d from the 
face of the Earth. Ler the unprejudiced Judge who ſhowes forth 
here moſt meekneſs or moſt wrath, 
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V THereas W, 2M. in his fifth Head concerning the Scrip- 
tures, and in his twelfth Head, Pag.. 96. concerning 
the Miniſtry, aledgeth, That theſe words of the Apojile Pau! men- 
rioned by me, 1 Cor. 14. 30. Ye may all Prophecy one by one ; Us 
reſtricted to Prgphets See. nat ſor the common order of the Church : 
Adding, T hat except we could prove all our- Teachers to be Prophets, 
we ought not to lay claime to that Scripture #1 would delire h'm to 
anſwer his Riorhes Samuel Rutheyfords ( Profeſſor of Devinity ac 
St. Andrews, So called ; who in his Book intitied, The due Right 
of Preſbytery, Page 466, 467.) eight &gumcnts, wherein he hath 
proved it to be of Paſtors, &8. not of extraordinary Prophets, and 
the:eby hath ſaved me that labour. *. | 
; This coming to-my hands after: the other-was committed ta 
the Preſs, was the cauſe of its not being inſerted inthe dye place, 


THE END. 


